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puBusi«DBY Avmmm 


n&m ipf 3«ft»i 4mi 

(Rlfrl** ftWW) 

( W l M TQi #Eg HgWB Wftfr f fflM ) 

aiftnj^RT 

M ft*#, 27 t *m$> 2007 

^vf«r Tfftatfnr 

ftrro ; | ^ |th % ip* ^ awir 4if % fNfflwr #te 2fc aspRilf % 

qreqft gft Pmim wlp i 

Tf. 15/6/2005/®3fo$ft.-3pf 1995 3 WWftfNtl #*TT^3T sifafWT, 1975 

(fsrft 331 1 ) afa tftqr cqifeer 3 ft mirh, 3 tw>rH ^ , 

^3R 3* 3>T ^WMSW'^I $ %^[) 1WT, 1995 (f^ 

Pm wm t wi ♦) 3ft »ib 3 M; 


tf. 52J 
No. 52] 


fort, #WWTT, 3PP*(t 27, 2007Att^T 8, 1928 
NEW DELHI, TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 27, JBlWffHALGUNA 8,1928 


w. yg gfe 

2; mi *qf*g ^ ^ f? flifite (ftrfc ^<5^ 

W Tpgf f) % 6.12.2000 3ft \ ^ i g®fl # ^Jof ^ 3W3T cT^f ^ 
otk? <# 3>f§ra <& me^M wu stt**? 3ft *ft 3ik wRtei® 3> 22.2.2001 £ 

WcT qRoiT*fi OTEfTT W #*TPge3> 3ifilijx|*fl- TTQ 64/2001 
14.6.2001 3> STCT ^ ^ ^ cfSJT ^!R ^ T#3 #$£ 33313 3T diiRH HlcMMt 

cmrm irar sit \ ajflifr qRwrtff 3ft fcrf3> 30 a 2001 8ft ^ 

^7 1c]>m n3 T sit aft* ^src3 ftwft fft3t3> 3.10.2001 3ft srfSnq^^ip 

99 /2001-TfrRT3Jo3> ^ 'Srl^T ft^ft 3TT3lftcT ^4«g 3^ 3T P^tlqiCKT* 

^c<F-cDfwr"«n i 


640 Gl/2007 
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[W I ] 


: afflWK* . ■ 3 

«rr, <j*ffft> iftcj sjsfm $ 3Tf?rrc f^r wfr ?? amncr ffaz ^r ?£ t r otiPi, anf 

# #, <##T ^ ^jxRT % ITFcT «ft I 

(vi) Ulfim5T$ % TOT Pm 6(3) $ 3Fjm? 3ft? ^ 

^cfTcn# 3TT^T $ 3Tftmftfa 3P?T <*§t PpPST 5RFT Jafr I 3T&T ^ ftt 

to£ §rf srffttr f^? vsrrft *r? 3rftfaftto <&t pfir ^ sft I 

(vii) arf^chi'^ % Pm 6(4) 3^w Pr^rfef%d w PFftcT^/TOre^ 

M flW'ii ^ #»Tcf ^crt pm w* <£ Ph? ?p% ftsft 

fto ?nft qgrfe #fte #. 

Ao ^PfaT Pfe, fepT, f*FT 
fto ?fmr q^ wft, ^?ft 

fto oSlfe #fe, ftfM, $(& V, 

^o ^f^5T c^r^er ?frpfe; %^?Rf r 

$o ?ra 3Tcr mw #o, ^ ^ 

(viii) Pm 6(4) $ 3FJ?TT?, OTgWctf ^xRT c£ feT? ^ <& PMcrffef 1M 

3TTW^/^nftWT3ft 3ft JT^TRlcft ftvft ^ sftl PTPmt A f^RTSfpT TOI3 3> aftjSftfft# 
pftmrsft aft? w srfcrPPr to^mt ^Preftr 3ft ?m, arPr pp 3HOTW3»di ft> tot ft 
^TT3 3* TOT 3pft ^ ^XRT TOpT 3^ft 33 SfcFH? P3H%3T i 


1. 

2 . 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6 . 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10 . 
11 . 
12 . 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 


*rr&f3 yft 

#3Tft3> fer ^ cjft&w Pro, 3^3TT 
fttc^FT ft^T ^5 3>fft<r>o?I, 3P|cT?R 
^p? ft? 5TT0 pTO, WeTO? 

^rfter fte 3?o, ■gPmri 
•ste ?ftoFT 

ftPu ^^5r, ftroaiffl 
^rat 3 k# ff^n, wrier 


3ftPqTJecf 3>oT? PTO Ptf) 


<Pf4l&f> *m, 3f fe# 
ftw?r tf^pr &weisfer<*)vsi f 3?rf 


?3ft ferPro; Pm$t (^r^tft) 

^rr ftCT ^tPHIr yrro lero 
WI ftOT ^PfcbcH ^rf feeft 
to ^t'4 ^ (f.) ftmr 
^p? Tmr^r (ifen) pro Pro, 
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17. 

^T«fr cbstft^T (TO) tcfO, 


18. 

TO. ^rf§TOT<r 


19. 

ffelT fcTO, FteFr 


20. 

ft'ecpt ^tf^T TOTJ? 


21. 

ct?|od ^l*oci (TO) fefO, «i 4 IcfR 


22. 

xft 3TR TpT T^T ($e1l6NK ^fF), 


23. 

gmftcFa c^t (snf) mo fcTO. 


24. 

TOf 


25. 

IcRcn %^i^f mo fcfo, 1%fcPjft 


26. 

to. ^rt^cft (^pRicr) 


27. 

Blcl^fl cncW cioKHI^ 


28. 

TFT citeT, 


29. 

g cfc ffea mo fcio, te? 


30. 

xTTSRT R^cF> ETl^T. Ridell'll 


31. 

iJPU-c^ TOTO TO feTO, Tf feeft 


32. 

"erfe^T, fadTOTT 


33. 

ticcft fca, 


34. 

tWlciR eptf^TT 3f%ST TO fcfO, "jft 


35. 

fcir^R ftracprsft 


36. 

-tfePr^eH, 3fR 4 (rcr<s 


37. 

Tftf <£ ET^eRT, wj? 


38. 

£f&frg TO feTO, toe 


39. 

cb'l^tcf? M-ollR*!, §4^1 


40. 

3Fpr^ ei§w ^ *rrfer, TOoft? 


41. 

TOR ^RT, ft deleft 


42. 

T^5T 


43. 

3rfM fcrr, 


44. 

*TTO feTO, TOfrjR 


45. 

efrTH^g ■gr? f^FTT^R ei^'dH (TO) fcTO Td«FTO 


46. 

f^PRFT feg TO fcTO, efitdepTen 


47. 

■ili^vgcfR II, 


48. 

fe? (f) to feto, '(jen'erd 


49. 

tRiRT FT^f^T cj^eT 



PiHfofaci wf>tfr % srftcm^ $ ^t«t w awn^/^ 

f/^HT w&f 

cfft t: 

- 


(D 

TJCR «^cKl(cf>H (^R>4l) TO fcTO 





[qm i— , qr*c 13 • _ *m *>t tto ; __ 5 

(2) ffer qtfer ^cr qqfrfeRiq 

( 3 ) 3T3?TF Tj^ ^rr^c^T, 

(4) $ft TTrf. ^>r- ^lcfr? 

(ix) Hlfeft l fl % qpft few q*«<W^i <5>f 3fq% ftw +fiRa<P W ^ 3T^R 

5RPT ^ feP? Rni^J 7 2006 q>T ^ ^RuiRq) ^ ^ ^ 

tcfo uiRw 4 ^^)^ ftro, d *fr tpr minimi (vf ^ *fWe q«q qtf%q ^ 

MVMtfdldl) OTT ^ X? f ^FTWR ^ jrfcfftfa *11 Riel fCJ 8* felfaq? ^ ^RqcKfl 

«R *jqcfl3 3 v3Ml^ ?T $ I flt4^cfr ^ hIR^^ qq £ TO3 

f^ 5 TT tjtt f^r q>r faRad qq % jr^t q?r w 4t q^ aft 1 few q^fqq^r qft 
3Ri few mafrrt’ ircr 4feq> q?q srcgq fenq/qjqqr qq ^ qft 

3 T^qfcr 3t q^ «ft I RR*£ WlR<qift ^ few H«ficf)[><l $ 5n^ FT Ie»ted H\$4)crHufi qq 
feqqfeqT t I 

(x) srt virm qft wf^rr ^ ^ftrq ftfeq few qsre5# fht fe qx? qq 
jr^T qft 7^ ^RT/^TSfZJ XR vjqr tffe qq> qrffeT qq ^T f^R feqT W t W qq> 

^TSr2T 5RT ^FTfScT 3ftq d^HM XJftq ^ ^^FTcT qRT qqi t I 

(xi) v3rm qft qfem ^ ^qn yiR<t>ift ft few mw4>k! gRT.qqgcr qft qf ^gqqr, feq qq 

q? #q qfenq 37mTf^r t, crzhv^cvt ^ ^hta ! # ^ w*arroS 

mfefr i ft ft qtqq qq 3 imwf ^nrgfr q£ qftqr cre> ^tiVi qq 4lcfc qq qqqrqq fern 1 

\J?ftq ^ fi^cr ^ 3#fe^/3T^J^> Sift ^TFT ^ ^ft ^T^T ^ I 

(xii) P^H i4 cft ^ fem 16 ^ 3T^qnq fq vjtNt qferptr ^ feq f^R feq qq 3rm?qq> 

qazff/sTTg^r q^r w few mwrfl ^ fe^T qqr sq sftq qq wz feqfM 

qq ^r vsrfq qfenqt 4 fe^Tq feqi wtl 

(xiii) M i R i chi^ ^ fern 6(7) ^ ^rjqqq ftfeq few qrfM ^Rf qqgq qn^ ^ 
3T^i1q-ftq 3t?f <6W$> giqT qdt q^t qii4vnPi^> q>i$d ^ wt ^ q^l.aftq ^ few^ 
qifM q> R'ftOT ig ?pq w l 

(xiv) 34 R 44 ) sfiqr qqgq qjqqi 3ftq qqqpqq: q4tf»q ^srr Ri«sirfi ^ 3qenq qq ^eqiqq 

qft jTga ~ q qnqq qq? qRq *f qw q^3 aftq q5t rptct fef?Tcft q*ft 

qrfe q? ^Prf^d fern qq q^ fe qqr ^fm q^T ^ ^l!r qrqrf^T q> feq qRq 

qrfeq ^ q>q me-rM ^oq> q^fer #qr I 

(xv) **** ^ ^qr arRi^qT ^ ferw qifeft FRT fenftq srmrq qq qq^qRjqqi qq qqt 
qcfcrr t sfk yiRcpi^) ^ fejqrjqnq ^ feritq qRT t 1 
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(xvi) 4 i 2004 4 30 ta, 2005 3mf4 (12 *r#4 f4r4 wer 

cfTfT RIT t ) ¥11 Pi el sft I arfeT f^YeP^T cfc 44^ 4 WT# # PTRT 4 Wcf 3 igf 4 

^T%cT 2002- 2003, 2003- 2004 3fR 2004-05 cfft 3Tcrf4 ^Ilf4d # | 

(xvii) uRT 3# # f4># flrra^ ^TSTcFTY 4 #tT # nf^RT 4 4Rp 
^JcFTT 3TSJcfT 3RISIT 34 5RtJ3 3R4 4 *RT fcRTT t 3T&I3T v5TTW 4 3T3 

'StoFl t, PTff^cf?# 4 \34d<*l ?T23jf 3TRR XR ^3 T5ffxT qRu||4i cf4 34 fcp 3 

(xviii) ftcR^ ^RT #xt4# 3TTETR xr 5R^T # 3^ ^xRT # 4 r x#^dl 

^ 4> 433 4 #3 # 3f 11 trjr #4 w pt^ cp^f # 3tf&3 sit, 3 ? 

^ 7 ft^ftwT 34 t 34 r 44t ^rt 34 T frr%r *tf# ^ 34 srt f%33^ iaT3>r4 4 

OTST 3# fc^TT W t | vjf^r 3# # TPR #XI#3 3TT3R xr ^RT TRcpT 3 r4 
^t 4 ftcTR^ wprt 34 4fi#3 strr xr pr^cT # ^4 ^tftt 33 tr#3 3i#q4 
TR33 3># 33 f4^¥T f^TT 33T SIT I 

7 T. ft^KlvSN 33TT3 T# cRH: 




^dtRT 3> ftxIR 


34c| vj£jV( 4 


3Pj4si f > 


(i) Hppfcr Plfcfe #4334 4 TRJcffi 3R3 3T4RT3 (f4# TR33?3T3 ^ 3 ^ c 
t) 4R 4 R43 (qR<^d 32IT 3T^-qRt^d f^I## 4) 4 3TT3T3 xr c 
HfCd44 34 Rr#cF T#aTT 3T# 3R4 33 3Pj43 3># ^ qiRjchl 3RR c| 

(ii) qiFqqoic^Tii 4 3Rsf 3T4RT3 (^ ^ f) cfSTT vidTKcRf 3fR/3T? 

gRT ^TR3 4 ^#3 #43 c4 R33 c4 RFJ Xj|^d4# 

3SIT 3TT R# R# ^4 (el's' ^16 illRjcftl 3RR cf4 ^ | 

(iii) ^T#aTT rrt #4 c4 ^rr 3#tpt ^ttRtcft 4 f4xiKi#3 33IT3 xjr rrt c4 

(iv) 3#TH iJlRjc^i 4 f^TRT#3 33TT3 TF43 4T^#5 #43 4 f#4 ^T W 
WRiTR # ^TRT 4 3TR 4R xr ^t4cT #43 cp^T WRTT 4 I #T^ 4# 4 3TFTT3 f^ 
f4cTRT#3 33TT3 ^ 44^1 4 HlR'^lfqc^ ?Te^T3#, ^J5T, f4cRR, 4^T, f4?4w, 5l4 

##^T ( 3#cTRUT, 5T^RR 3SIT 4gRR #T^ ^[#4# 3T44 #^3 33TT3 ^ TR 

cf4 v5TRT f4f4^ mf4cP# ^RT 4 # PH ^ t 3fR #T3 ^tRT f4fe 
c4 XTRT Rcf4l 4 3MdiT t I 






(v) wfc M(*[ Wsft wit % 3ft? ysr WT ip?l OT[f|7T % ^?emTcTO 
TRfrsNf feP? ^IcTT t I Pfr OT#T gfR g ftlgtft q ffiiM I , tfcftflK ^ffrl dlfoW ^ 

fiPWfwr, #*fe mnfof wrcw c!®tt (w<M) $ £rt #; i #*te # 

vwdtag5twet■SR^Kft tafkw# TO11 

(vi) <to arrc *? ^ Profas wrctfta wm % #*fc $ 3 tf ft f frm f3^r 3ft 
awiftw w w ftwfa w*r*fr # i f% m 3(k^?^lf if&> OTR*pa #fc t I 
firm*? % w^r,#fe w$ w& $ ftp? ^rfiRf afr? sfifctrr t ' fffefrrft ott 
firo # siff fri t# ftfifrq I 

(vii) an*r ^ wr 3 jrItow ♦ arareT firm* sfhr ^ w?R ^nfif 11 

f35?*«t>x ^t arrarcf afhr ffep grafted *n arcrcfaf>?r wwt afi&n i rt*f> , d wfc 

mm 11 w foi r grre 3 ^gfr §? wiBkhiwiI % Art ft? filiwK 

^r fllwiwSlw ^ $ wM v3fHT ^rf^ \ 

(viii) 3rre cfh? ^r M ^ afhrMw to $ <*r ^ vKuwd* ^5 ot 
wfc #fe (RhwQ wtt ^ M Mf ?r ^ t i 
trt ftRfcrl%RT ^ht to?to ^ &- 


(ix) % ftufa 


55809 


37682 


98423 


2000-01 


0 


0 


70855 


53333 


124188 


2001-02 


8 


43064 


54020 


104232 


WRIT *ft,TR 3 


2001-02 

2002-03 

15462 

16822 

1884 

492 

80513 

64359 


11844 

127152 

*95517 


2002-03 


9255 


151292 


4932 

1884 

492 

126664 

123577 

1672&4 

. 91015 

83313 

50946 

222611 

IHdgjQHH 

246809 
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n .3 mfftgrft gro qffw 

7. vsSNj if ftwwJl’t dtMift ftft ft ’pf w atom ^ftr % RofRld 

ft£#5 ftffte ft fftjft am ftft ^ *ft 4 fttfts *mn ft (sft*TR ftfa if 5% *ft 4 fttfte 
gjjr to ft) l flwrasto 134*14 gftt ft fftrcr n? ^ ftfa ft ftw fftyr to wj ^ift? 

^fWs TJ^J Pwf 0 ! ^5tSt W*dft ft fyRTW dkftil ci^ird ftt w'lR'i, ftlftd .3ii*iiRa *ild^ 

*rft, if^Rr sffr ’jftife 7fTf^(T anf^ ^r sr*^f ^ f^p? f^n wm % 1 

a. *ift? fttfts fttarejaw ftfftu aifJitftiW ft arettra 25 ft 454 4 *t aM w 2523.21 
ft afcpfa amn ft1 m 44 iT 4 3 atsim 25 4>r mftfwi Pihi^i? ft=- 



WTO 25 

cOT, ^cM>y, ^T Tpf TOR; ^iftcR^I W*i€ 

25.23 

TJe^TO RMc:, R^T Rffe, ^ ’Hc^e 5WT ^! w4>K 

^ 6rg^lfctg> Rffe ^ R*f ^T f^R WWT ^ 

2523.10* 

R5h<*>r 

2523.1000 


2523.21 

#*fe ^ W ^3TT TO^fT WTO 

2523.2100 

RTtfc #*fe ^jf^PT RW t W §3*T SWT WTO 


9 . tfN i gg* sftfaR®r ft45r wftftra? ft aft? ar? ftfa ft 4raft w fftRft ’ft m*>w 
snaroft 4ftf ft1 

■* ’ " ‘ 

10. uifa ft *raft ft ^ftife f^raRftt sfnPfci ftft ft diy ft MilS<t>$ fts 4Rft ft fft> 
ftfon ftfa to ftmfro wfafi ftfa ft 1 ara: R f qmftte 134174 ftr ^ ^fN ft w 
ftfal 4tfftll I 

11 . ftf* ^raim aiftqtpn ft fftroJft 45H4 ft 5ra* ftt fftwng^R fofif3« fft*n 
to ft>- 

ffrqi ’ aft fa tout i?ift4 ftr^ra ftffte ft ftrft '«i*twd! Rfts ftffte ft ft* ft ^hi 
utrai ftl ^f^ftftefip#>r^ft wiftftatag®* w ft fww % *iwi^ 
jnfnsrftf ft fat? ftrar ft 1 ffrot yi^R i ft fri aftraftf, iwftfift 1 wftRn 4R?5« ft 
fftProW, ^ftfts arrarfft tos ft^tr to ftffte ft* 0*rftft) ft ftrai ft 1 wfc* tft ftc ft 
fttTOTTOftftftafRT*rftTO4ftf W ft 1 *ft4 
ftfar a#m ( aifoftw nn aryft? v ftr usnft ft fttfer ftj ft 
aiaira 25 ft 44 ftfft fto 2523.21 ft 45s aftfd ft t 4s*rift, ^4 anft ftt # 

aftfaRoi ft4ct wftffta? ft aftr «tm ft 4Pift ^ Iftftt ftt mn ^aranft 

^ftf ft 1 _. s _ 

12 Vfin&’i ^ 3?^^ 1^041^1^ >3^Vl ^ «Se>iWi % ^ 

f^raR ft fftftcif ftt *nan afa artfta? ft l ftlfts l^raR ftr ?nfftar ^Rft ft ^ftagfty 
ftt 5<j aftcj a'efPT ft ftffttfi ft fft fftw ftftftr ftffts fftftct fftin 

TO ft, ^aft ftf ftftl ftftf ft W&rftffts ft ’TOT ft S*1: 5fR*t fttft ftf TOTO ft fftftw 
ft fcP? anwR ft to ft jrftn fW «tF!T ’enfftq I ftftift ft 4 m<h*i afR ftfa 
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cf>r Tjfacr 

wr if 


M it 


15. 3Rr qsrasrei it * f^ft % #i if ^ sptfm 

W.3 Hlftwft 5RT uim 


16. TO^'M ^ f^RFT 2(ST) $> 3TfHK ^c| OTm <FT cl 

$ % ^sfr ^ftft «rcg $ ftfafar if afh? q s pfecnfl if ^ 

fgsr oticw ^ 5?5r ^ wrr^r *ft 

^ “vTcqrqcP 3TRTtfvjfcf mfecT ^ PpqWf HT 3TRRfcf>r ^ 
w 3nw ^r <5?^ t I -RTRct if ^ jrepT? ^ ^ 

TTFTT WITTITT I 


IK»l 


% 55IW f - HT 
Jig® »im t 
’W # ?n % ®ra 
sfm w H®u ^ 


virra arafir 3 '■HRtftai usfrr 
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[wj i-^r°g n 


(Mm : arowff”? 


B 


^.3 snf^reirr$t srt arca 

(vi) 23 Prfft«a mteanft ft fftfftm ffaag q^aaft irt fftm aq aft ftte 

ft i ami aa> ftf^aa wa ^cf fta qftlfftqsFT srt ffta? tp? aa 

#f ft m t ftaaft ftte aRft t fft> qfttfftqmf ^ fftRft ’ft aa^a ft mteaaft aft 
STftffta? ^RT ^TcOT aftf cfrtft ft R ft qftllft^R R Wlffta Ift^ f^T 
cR? q r e^M *j?a> aft eRift m mft >R3ft ft aftcft 1%chr q? qfft^cf iww q«?ai ft ! 
Ml(l><^ r ft m* ftt. ftte aRft ft f% a#RR ma, qRftfa WTteaft aft e(FRT 

mmt w mmfte ft i ffttfoiq, maa ft^RT aft fttenftftftft a* arftq 'dcmfta aRim 

vSTRT 3Riaaaa> ftfaT I W fft> ^ aft STFTTcT mm aa f^RTT vjefia.aft 
1%gft gcRi ft 1 % ft am warn ft am tiftoj ^refR ioo m^r./ftt. aa ft am aftact 
qt fttfta aa fftate aR q?r ft i MiftPra> aftr ft Wifcb tsttst a? qften a^ft a> 
fciq % am ?jca> aft mmfte ^ qf^apRaxsq anm afte/s^iaT srfft wft ^41 msjaT 
^sraft yraffi r itftt I str? grcn$$ ft teq m? aftmr aaaa^ ft ftaffta ^rmr, 
afe aftft eft eft ftaa ft mftaaft ftte aRft ft fft> mtete aaaaaft ft q?ft ft qa> 
^rcp mfaaa marc aft ft Psrciaa tftfta fftmrnpTR fftmr anqqT i 

(vii) a ft aftoj ardta ft sftft $> anft >??ft aft acftcr ft ft, a ft mteaaft ft w arm fft? 

^#q aft orrr fffft aa m*RTarcm wft i ?a aria qfftarftr ft ata 
ftjm am ft ft vjq^r maa ft aF ^rtffta ftm ft f^ aftma qraaft?ft ^ca> 
aft ?arft ^ MRuvrH^a ^q aftcj am maiffta maia ^ ftt ^rwRiftta aftaa 3Tacr? 
3 n\pn am qfftmaw^ aft^ 'OTta aft $ifct aft ari^Rt aft ^raiaar ftftt i 
5 #ra>rft as ftt ate a^ft ft 1% ^ Iftatam ft qTteaaft aft wfta 

aftf fft^aT ft l arff 3rffteR5T ft maa a^ ftffta a^ft ft fft> araaM ^ca> 
■gar? anft ^ qfftuna^axsq qiaa am^^fft aft sq^frf aft ^nrraaT aftm aft 
^eara ar ^ i araa> aT mft ft a? ^rnffta a^ft ft 3ma«l ^ft qreaftsft 

^jca> wft eft qftuuH^m aRfta <$m$ aft aftft «afft aftf vjdiftl qftftt l 

tnaa am qTaa mf^ aft amaT 
qrga mfea 

^.i aftcjaifta faare 

24. atej arsfra ft PiHi^rc aa maa fern ft :- 

(i) aana aa qrtea aftaat q^ fftafa fchai mar anft ft l ft arm ft fftaaa mft ft 
amfft fftrft ftt Prate ft; ft ac^tenfta qiffta atetet qq "|q ft I 

(ii) Ptatea? ft^T ^ fttei^aa? 3na^5t ^ snare qq f%q qq m?a a? a^ite ft 

snatef aft qrtete rnfftaafta? mf^raft ft qfftfftftea a^afftm mm ft a^R ft 
ftm fte teHifdR chfciaa ft «qf?ia ft I 
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WTcT 3PT.3T. *ft. c^T 


5R Mm <ft*TcT 




HIlwR 


^nfuR % 


63.29 


108.86 


45.57 


(iii) *nnRj ^ cFstt f^pqtcT cft*ra srprft *rc ketr & 

ft> toft tuRr t i g^crpT Pn?M <ft Trfer ciWr xr f- 

# wi t ft> xtrrM ^ft eft ^r% % tor ft 3 tRtcf> 
ft X5TRTT t i 

(iv) % Prafa *ft*ra xrt sro ^ ftte ftnn vjfRT xrrf%r? ft> 
f^RT XR fSftifacj, ft cfft^T cTcPf^cfl cFRR ft 3RTftcT TOT cf>T fftftcf ft 
^ cffNRT v3Rf Tjof #RT cjof R# R#cft v5T^t cRF> ft S'c'Iicfcft, ^cTO 

t I irft ^r ftfacr eft vsrm ftt ftm trcftftftftft eft fftftci ft> 
W WI t ft? TOR cf>T TORT wft ^cepjo? t I TOftST, 
yrfft, cft^IT, SFRftcFT, cf^lftTIT #cft>T ftsRT 


xnftswH ftr ft wn^f> srt ft^i - fai 

12RT ftftTT ftY ffftftfftcl W& f^ip) fftftci<6 TOR TOtfFRT ftRT 
ft ft 3 ^ toto m ft^r ft ftft ftt wrw ^ % ftftftcr ftfacr ft 


fftftcT f3TT 11 




2 hpw 


3 


WcTcP>T 


6N&W 3nft^>T 


tp^ 


81 ^ 


9 W? 


10 


.11 


12 1>qcf 


13 


14! 


15 uiiftnn 


TOTT ft. 


34 


10,898 


282 


628 


28 


26 


43,686 


1 


24,635 


20 


10,868 


975 


90,423 


chi H cl 

m^r./ft. 


75.62 


77.22 


76.56 


74.62 


80.00 


80.00 


70.39 


75.82 


62.93 


70.00 


75.52 


75.06 


75.28 


. 74.95 


75.75 



49.99 


51.58 


50.93 


49.00 


54.35 


54.35 


44.79 


50.19 


37.37 


44.40 


49.89 


49.43 


49.65 


49.33 


50.12 


58.87 


57.28 


57.93 


59.87 


54.51 


54.51 


64.07 


58.67 


71.50 


64.46 


58.97 


59.43 


59.21 


59.54 


58.74 


*rrfSR % 


67.12 


63.13 


64.75 


69.71 


56.64 


56.64 


81.62 


66.61 


107.30 


82.81 


67.37 


68.56 


67.99 


68.84 


66.78 


























































































































[wii-aw i] 


is 


troi ^ : arararo 


16 


1 

76.41 

50.78 

58.08 

65.12 

17 

31<iT^vjfFi 

1.008 

76.53 

50.90 

57.96 

64.82 

18 

3ll4!p!^l , 

1,041 ,, 

76.13 

50.50 

58.36 ; 

65.62 

19 

3IMVJ||fa’MM 

3,973 

75.18 

49.55 

5931 

68.25 



t*T 

H^ftarr. 

Wm 

msf./tf. 

§R Q>l*iO 

xnCT *nf5rc 

^TcR Ttf&R 
% 








1 

5|JH8t*r 

3,923 

99.40 

88.80 

20.06 

22.59 

2 

vinHt 

635 

89.38 

78.83 

30.03 

.,, 36.09 

3 

stftton 

26 

20.95 

10.74 

98.12 

913.41 

4 

»3f£«l 

862 

103.99 

93.37 

15.49 

16.59 

5 

mm 

4,140 

106.44 

95.81 

13.06 

13.63 

6 


142 

101.75 

91.14 

17.72 

1944 

7 

•flDoicpj 

336 

114.76 

104.08 

4.78 

4.59 

8 

sflRT 3TP>t55T 

1,539 

' 113.91 

103.24 

5.62 

' 5.44 

9 

3fRPT 

352 

85.70 

75.17 

33.69 * 

44.82 

10 

^>{l<7) 

1,921 

7Q.16 

59.70 

4916 

8233 

11 


285 

90.31 

79.76 

2910 

3649 

12 

mi^wh 

2,598 

97.67 

1 86.48 

22.38 

. 25.87 


(v) ma«iM 5> an$re®r % ^ Rrarc 9 > £ to it wrf faro 11 MicixiJl tjow fen? 

«ti^^t'T ict aifinp$rafSwafR tort# wq^rr i „■_ 

(vi) greTfor wrare <t raftra 5 faa tot gfom fire <R frfi qft #rcfa fcft? ^ f qg 

flfcjft # qrer tosto afr*Tcrraft us arm ^ $7 gF^ftwra Wr # ugfa 

q^Di f fa ^ ■$ Prato infer gfatfr wt w if surtRraftf # ■wHidRa ^pH 
^ ajuH ijwif git writ «rraT 11 <M*tn Rtgfa gfatft gft w if H*tcio 3 Wi 
% toht Wt tr ar? w tjsren £1% *tt*fta grog if g»ta# <swwo>l <& foR 
arof&g! onroiggs ft 

(vii) P i ^d» ~ ifgcto? ^1% gft ufa (0 «tot tot ( 2 ) g&rn w ^t, gft 

^5Rt # dwl«<flg TO % t I , 

(viii) gfrgs’TO’ftfagr^fcfo writer gita argRr if tos g^ gn ^ giro gf 
^sn t ?r ytrir 3ggt ijf wtftra $rar t ft» aJhh TORfr % giro git %g>r vsti iiwi 
t ct*n ttf arfitg, arfSra> lifter g>ro fc <<Jhh toi# git «fRt ^t gft 
angggrotTfc I 

(ix) fTOffiTO 3ttg>£ g? g^lft # gtTOM 5 JTO S 5 tg v 3 Irt giff $3 it Tgi $ gtTO * 


13* i& duiggi # 1 


^ T ' 1 ' . . ' 

TwR 

5451$ 



5RRTT 

Am 

450000 

t^TR -WSZ Wfc 

vieMK^T 

4t.^r 

380000 

2005 - 08.05.05 

W*I 


120000 

cgl^c 'nine 



266000 

iRHT 
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STRUTT Wfffi 

% 

84.44 

¥H1 


3Ttfg<W SWdl 

% 

15.56 

7 T TJ HT 


3W<J<W 4Wdl 

4t.ER 

70000 

WfT 


3lfckcp $1Hdl 

4t.ER 

330000 

TJOHI 


yfoui i\ ft*dN 

tR.ZZ 

150000 

\jefpi vsrnRf ^ ?rtr ^t?r 


aiftftcji STReff 


220000 

7 M T TT 


f |~V , f 

WEPT TO 

Tft.'Sd 

140000 

WTT 


Wftef ^feReb SRT'tfl 


480000 

J I U M1 


H\*] tft % ^ # 4^HM 

SffftW STEeTT 

% 

175% 

WTT 


Rfa *ft % *ft *T RTtft 37tcto 

m*icii 

% 

400% 

WTT 

• 


(x) eft mv 3, -tf&i v3^fm ^ PiHifchd' ^rt ^tt wai % fm % 

5mcTT3ff *ftt 3>T ftRT % I 


2005-06 

tfRcTT 

virtWd 

SWcfT viM<uVl 


163,807 

166346 

101.55 

<si$e 

163,809 

130703 

79.79 

C515C 

89,238 

41665 

46.69 


327,618 

279753 

85.39 

Pwftvfl c^l^e 

185,364 

140784 

75.95 

fcT 

929,835 

759,251 

81.65% 

cRT *HHd! 

170,584 



2004-05 




vdPkl c*l$d 

163,794 

181271 

110.67 

oldfcI'S 

163,779 

120427 

73,53 

*fH<H <gl$d 

89,235 

. 79544 

89.14 

c*l$d 

327,579 

245422 

74.92 

Rraftuf <si$<i 

163,809 

127312 

77.72 


908,196 

753,976 

83.02% 

3IHi|ckl flHdl 

154,220 




(xi) NdcMlc{cfr cTSTT f^rafecE, 3RI ^ RTeT cm f^TTf cR ^ t ^U-llfctf dlfcHcbl 

NfW ^TTeTT t :- 


<*l$d iWz 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2< 

302-03 


6 

. 15462 


8822 


4932 

1884 


492 

'dlcIS <£!$£ 

55809 

80513 

1 

54 3 59 


37682 

29293 


M 844 


98423 

127152 


35517 

— 


;W>i/ir» AM 










[wi i]_ w im* : w t wro i, . .. . fl 



, 

tt —■ ,>' : ■■■• ■ ■■■'—* 


Eiyy^BHI 

0 

7148 

9255 


0 

0 



70855 

43064 



53333 

5402D 

39102 

$e=T 

124188 

WKSSSSMM 

151292 

eWT tfl^c - 


0 

22610 

26077 ‘ 


4932 

1884 

492 


126664 

ggggggg | 

167294 / 


91015 

83313 

50946 


222611 

231364 

246809 


(xii) ^ ^fFT ft 3m$TO ft ftfft ferf^T ftt ftt wsftid fft3T *JT ftwft TO vJc#3 
.ft fft wrti wrft ft wid fftftt ftsr % sroim ft w ftt 

ftt MM efCTF MlcH'ftft TOft ftt ft vETSfTTT ftt hR u ii*T 1 ^tfct 

cZJcRT ftftt cRJT fftftfiftf ft TO WTlft?T.TOft eft aftSTT ftt TOftt ft ft) Hiei'Wt 

Sjcsftf eft ?STT? TOft eft f^Tft 4 \5cW ft TC^T eft ft*TTeRT ^ftt ft l TO^Tft ft 

ftroft Mfti gw ftrf to^t ^rff fftsn tojt ft 1 
(xiii) ft *toct ftt ftftft fttro ft ftfti ft rtcj, ^efm ft to 3rgfttf ft>^ ft fft to f& 
cT®2T ft ft> fftftcT fttTO, 5RI ft ’ft qvn^fli ft TO^*T qiwRcb ftfaeT 

^ftf ft Tnftn ft ft ftnj.ft^rift ft I ' 

^ft ^T <T«27 ft §RT anft ftfr.ftye ftwiT' TOT5TT ft ft> IftfteTTO ft.STO^ 3>tTO ft 
3T?!jft^ TOT cftj=RT TO ft?T ?WT 3RT ftft ftt fttft^ TO IftfteT fft^JT ft I 

(xv) Mfchen ftro^T ft ft *ift ftwftrft ft sftcj v?#^ ft TO ft5^1 ft ft) ft^[ ftftf ft fttft^ ■„ 

f^ ' c TO' efTT Iftftd ’TPST ft W ft vJoft^Sftfa ft cTOT TO e$*f<l Rltf TO fttft^ I^TTOT TO 

fftftRT fftTO TOT ft, ^ft ft«fe ftrft ft >FTft^ fttfte ft TOTO ftt 3TT^fft ftt TOTTOT ft 
• fftft^r ft fen? t?to amroft ft tojto fftft toto TOffttn 

i ■ • • ■' - “ •_ 

^.2 ftftafti ft fftzro 

25. ft^M ft fftftt ftt fftftdch ft ^rm ^ror ft ftftr ftrf itc^ fftm ft I 

^.3 yrf&roft srt vtto , 

■ 'V 

26. TC^T TOT fTTftt ftsTTcRI ^ ft feT^ fftfft ft ft«r^ ft fft? ^ 

^ftf eft ft ftr^: fft^T ft i ^nfftroft ftte TOft t ft tft ■’qjfft to tftftro), 

ft ^>HfcH^ ftr TOW ftft ftt f^rfft ft ft TOft 3T2TO 3 ^T^tT ftt ft^TTOT ftt 

vrli^l cJrHT 3ftfeT ft l 


640 GI/2007—3 





















* 


18 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 







[mwi—- gqg i] ^rcq qg ttsfet: grarmor. i9 

^tEJ A M^tfid ?JtRT viVeREJ t I 3FS #ift ^ 4t?ft Asft fertcft ^ ?TW 4 tfT^^prT qfr 

v5fm % 'QZ McjDfid FtcTT | fe A Riltd \5cMl<4H 3TTcpfeRT cTFTcf A t 3ft? 4>Hfofq 4 ferfd 

infer qfrrcfr q? feq nq # i ^r qftf^rfefi A snfeflTft ift?R Asti *& FfaW # 3TraR q? 

MR *j??T ^T ferf^T ^T# cfR ^jcT f I 3Td: WlRlchl^ q> qRt q?Rftq OTT cTTH ^feT v5WlSd 
ciH l d <$ 3FJ*TR ?fa<f 3 'dIMM ^ fejfoq $> 3ToTTcn 3ft? cF>f| fefTc'T TOTT I i 

3St 

31. jnferrtt A[Z SRct t fe ^efcfFT vSTTW *T ^q| fe^ft ’ft pKNfl<r> 3TOqT vJcMI^.% BtR 

fen t I # g c q r s g ? 4> qqr jrfcrf^rfe 4 3 ?r q cfr tfife^r 4 vjtr^r $ j 

H l fa g > l$ ^ hRRR <$ cjc^HM v5TTEr ^ ?FTcT ^xRT vTCOTf <?RFt cf?T TTcTF^ 4t I I dSITft, ferfcT^ 
m ^ ?JW JFRJcT ^#1 tft q| t I 

32. H l Rfr l fl ^ *gq| 3 *TRifcT ^dlcil?f <£t q5T fcR3T | 3ft? 4 ?T^ ?ft^ # ^SfacT ^ 

if ^HT ^tRW ^Rpt gTT 3 FJ&J feziT t I ^TRcto <Jdlc!W % ?jrRT # t ' fe 5 >t *fft> 

^§fer 50 fe.ur. 4> qfcr tq ^ ferq 2 i- 25 fe^ £ A % \ qft ^*rra arc® fitfem 

iRf^R fe*JT v3TTq dt 114- 136 3FT. ^ST./lt 3FTcft I I £ fe 

A \3!m ^ ?FT*T ^ 2006 ^ ^TWR A Mdfcid g^RcT ^ ^T?fTef $ A ?J^TT ^ t I cZJRR gft 

RRH ^Rft feFft c^ ?fel ^ 3ft? ^ ?JERT v3tTcW ^f # I ^?# 3f?Tfe; SHfePT^t SRT 

Puridfr ^?r ^ m^TR ^r gffer ^ amn? q? <ihm. ^. ^ ferW«T 3fR% ^r ^nrn? # 

>H I R | Wj ?FR vfm 3TT^T ^R^TT 3#&cT ^TcH t I ^ R^ld^^lw % ?TF#t ^ 

fe^T t ^?rfoTq 6fj | MK c^ 'HtHM ?tM RT?T ^ feR 3TT^T cJR^TI ?m ^T# t | 3RT: M.fRepi'J) 
A *TR?faT <jd I <d | >H §RT vi'q<TO 3TT^t/^?RT ^ 3TT6JR ^? STFt chl^l'^ ^ ^ t I 

33 . ^r mRO^R^ i- A, mR<wfl A fefer A ^ $ mv A w<tm 
q^n i /d^it ^ 3TTm? n? 3TT^t cb i 4ci i g 3?t t l ?rmHJ ^ ^t Rtri?^i st^iRd w\<*\ rfr $ 
3TTETR^?fem 7 njT t I 

jm 

34. mfeft l ft ^ ^?H ^ cffcm ^ ^ ^ ^?H f^T?T ^T?4k ^dUltf gT?T ^TRT ^ ^ 

t l ntfefsr^t ’te ^?ct t fe Tf% ^?fer ^4 2006 ^ ^?ft mm qw. ^feR'/q? awrRd t 1 
t fe ^cr crfri?rH It wrm jjcm c^ fertwr t 

^je?T ^>T crmrf " cZTM? ^ ?TFTF?T A Riltdcp cfc mw? # pH 
g§fer qt Imi I 1 fe?ft >dcm<» ' ^t ?r^ 4 tn ^ stto A, wtr ^ iw im 
I 5 3 n^Rf rft f^rfct^f t 1 3TcT; m?#J A wb ^ ^ <fr*wtwA 
^r|t oTrt vtt ?t^> 5 tt I l qRi^jfeft ^t, Prafef> Az\ A whfv ygv $ ?fei A 

v}iioHN witaH cTwft ^> snm? q? smt cpi4qi|i q5t t 1 di*ii^ , Jc?i,^t RyR u i 3Tynfer 

WTiqq ofFTiT ^ 3TTOT? q? fem W I I 











[<PH 3 P»C 1 ] 
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pii) #ftni ^ ^ r# |Ri MitiStet Tjgrarcr gft ft gf ft, Vra 3 Pifa 

cjft *n£f % I <TBnfft yiRwft ftfcr g^ft ft ftfr ft M*Wl'fl % sfte ^Jft> ft 

fRrar gftg?r ft r^^rt ftto g e ^ 3Tfg^ft ft spjstr fftfftR ft\Mft ft fog sftroc^eft ft aicu®g> 

3tcR HgfffiT ftmi ft, 3RP ^T ^HT gft TOT gft ^nxi^Ri gft WlPm ^T f 5 ^^ 3Rft ft* fog 
>?qftm ft gftf Brm gn ^tto ft i 

(iv) ft^PT ft cZJTtrR ^c|ft g *jJ|cM gft WPft gft*RT fft^W tffftRt SHT 3 ^<i*lfc ft§ 
^flft^e gft ^ gftgg ftg ftftt gftgft gsftft gft ft fog gg fftgfa fo^T w toctt ft1 *raft 
gW arafir*- fir? gftf ft fog ft* ^ wi w ft fo ^ ft vjfwtfofl fofa 

gft^RT, ai’jHlflfl gTPTpg ijpg ft W\ ft | 3TcT: mcd'Mt ft\ M ft fog RF* g>t fftffo 4 
^ frW l iM ft vjl?cT% g gfaftf ft, TOT ft ^X^ift ftTOTT ft* 'IRflfRT ftft- ft I 

(*g) ft Trmet ft fftnfoRad gjgprr g>grft gft ft l 

ffl TJJjft ft gcp g? T Tg g? ft ftftf TJcRTT cfRTft ft fotfft foRfofocT ft 3#fgfe foft 
ft1 

• STO - 4,50,000 ftt ^ 

• ft 2005 ft ftgpT 'ddJIcpf - 3.11,686 ’ft. 

• gft 2005 ft gftcj 7IRT - 98,030 ' 

• ft 2005 ft fftftcT - 2,04,048 ft. 

ftcfftft ft vd'T cT ^ T gjxPTT ft SfJTTR, ft^ft ^ ft ^ VJCMiqcp 

ft I 3RT: 7JF P l ch l d f TJZTT en fcf> sjM^cKI ^xRT, cf> fcR ^PTT t I $*i& 3iciiq| * 
T&fa ^FTT gra Mft ’ft 5nf?mft ft f*r ^r gft ^ ^ tot ^ 

unft ^sft 3TTO gft ftron ^ ^ ^ptt ^ fftrgi 11 

(ii) ^ilftchift ft cnf 2004 ft fciq ^ ft IftfftR ft^ft cm fft^M *' ftfts ft ^nr sftgjft ^ 
fcfrlj, V^ fftRT^TR ^ - 


g» 

M. 

ft?l 

TOT 

<7^ 

i 

^fevJltJH 

216 

2 

VJ|^4) 

231 

3 . 

tfi'IcbHI 

3,916 

4 

TTT^T 

2,606 

5 


3,454 

6 


490 

7 


334 

8 

wfi 

168 

9 


1,058 

10 

^cT 

20,608 
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TO 


40. snWiy) ft fenft ft ciiwRcb ms eft mm m (to) few m 

(H) fe? wW m >3^1144) ft 3FW ftwf TOT 1TTTO TO fefa fen ft; 
eJoFTT Wft ft 3jfa fftW TO nfft ft fe T^rft ft TOTO eft TOft ^ 3TWWT 
MlcHl ^ *JoWfeT eft yiiftvjHiaf ^q^ckl ^JTOTT ^ viifej] dftf ft Tfeft 
5TOW ^JTOTT ft fTT «TRT wft fttcft ft % 3TTO clinch WTTOft ft ftt 

TO fe? TO? ft I OTcf«£] TOfe nft 7JTOT ft ft Pl^TOd TOTO eft 
Wife fen Wt !' 


wm 


4i. 4i[fx(cpic^al3Tt ft Tfef 'd^i'51 mfenfftft ^rt ftrofcTcT ^tott eft snpro 


feM ^ ftTOJ ft ftt TO5W v3Md^J TOM I ft I WlftlTOTOdl ft wftej ^TORT ft<J 
vjhci*j toto? ft, ferft fewieflw dd-nd w> srrcrmt wft TOijwi wwt ft i wt fen 
TOWft Wft ftxRT feTOjnN ft - 


TOTf 


3TTWR 

TOTO 

’JeW 

eftldd 

3TWfft 


0 

0 

0 

djw sfer 


280 

1282445 

4580 


• feW ftw eft 3Tiroft 





♦ 2004 eft^u^x! gft 

2606 

7867941 

3019 

2004 

♦ 2005 cft«ftu^ c[ft 

4014 

15898284 

3961 

L- • 

2005 


ft fefcT 
^TTST 5*>d 'tJWHI 

yRrjRr 

*TOcT <^didl'd ft 
ft PMfci nifeci 

10% wft ftt 


feW M ft 
fefe fe ’ft 

5RT v3Md*J 


>HIHlWj ^ ft 


42. nrfenft ft ‘sto^to ^ptt ctf ftf tow eft ft 3ffc mwr ft fftr ft wftwft ftf 

TO ft I TOllft, nfftfe fe ft ft drH^cgJ feftf WdRld fet ft fe TO fefa % ^ f, WSjfft 

TO tot wwt ft fe ft fern mfe wfeft TOftf fe? to? ft i 


43. ' tftfe TOfftroft ft ftfejdro tot nrfftTORftl wft ftf ftror tjwto tottow 

ft! t I TO ftftn^TO TOT ft TOT 7JWTO ft 4580 yftcT ^T. TOT fttOTT^TO dft TO 
wfe ftM-d eft 3TTWTeT nfeftT fttft ft I 


TOTft <jft TM? 

m 280 ftt. TO 


(cn) ^fft? ^ ft TOTO TO 3TTTOT fen TOT ft 3T?T: TOW 3TWfft eft ftftR 
fefe to ^raTefr eft 3 ttto tr fen utrt xnf%^ | grfftroft fe TOft f 1% 
IRI TOT fer TO 3nrot eftt cINrffftcb TOT, fftftti ft TOe^J 3TTTO eft ^TTaftt ft| 

nsnfft, feftr eftfe eft ftfty ft eftrf TOTfer sfe ^rftf t i dsnfft, mfftroft ft 
rnfftrofM tot TOiwdiRid, Rroft ft nfftfe fer to fero TOft ^ eft 
ft, ferft ^ eft TOft ft tototcw mro mfe TOfer ftrm ft i nrfftroft 
TO^3Tt TO fefa \3TT eftfe TO fen TOT ft fed eftfe TO feW ft ft eftt 


ttto nrfer to 
wftrfft 

cweftl 3*(tier) ft 
ftfejeW? TOTn 
HeT eftt TOW dft 


sft l fftfer mfftroft ft Tjft ft wft ffttftfe fen to fft> wfer TOrftt sft fer 
to wftf ftr l 3TcT; mfeRt to totott ft feft fern tow 3iwfft eft nfe 


TO^aft to feftr fen wro ft TOft nrror nrffe eft fftwfe ftg gfftrfftfftro n# toto 


fe TOfft ft % 
cidHd^dl wft 
to feftr, mfe 

fftRT eft) h Cl TO 

to wron i 


(^i) ftror eft ftroj ft efttft 3 tttoct nftt Ifen nro ft 3 ft? Tfeftnr ftror 

feftft eft 3TTETR TO TOTOT HTffe TO fftwfe nftt fen TO WTOTT I 


eft 


fen? ciiwRcb 


























[HR I—1] 


HR8 n ww : 


(H) % HT2H ^NrffrT ^T H TC H T <& #1 H M l l^cbl^ ^ <R; ftRT 

h? ^ * <t j cfi$¥! s«rr 3 rj ^ ^3ft f^rafe flm im t $> ^ S RgftS 3 

SHeTO t I f*R ^ HTHet 3 5 (i) *3H cj^t tR fv**m 

#*PJW 3TO^t ^ 33RT ^TTOj3?t Rmfa f^TT wfc (ii) f*R <fc 
arm gtofa tfHctt $ wrf yfcra Rmfog grftfcr gm 3 ^ 7 ^, faqfa tft *p cffWer <r faw 
foyrfc 1 

(Si) kJM 4<*d $ M^U|< HlRcblfl ^ P l HI^IN HTHH g*T f^TCrf^T f^ZTT t - 



^TTHHI JJc?I 


m. 4. 


93.54 


(I) 444441 #RT q? 4N<*ftch c^R <K 118.10 


(II) #®R w g?r ftufa gv frgrc ^ §g 


W) iw (W*R 05 ^ STfaf^. ftc* 118.10 
3TTOR gg) 


*1) «Hldl&fl (gRg$. 2004 ^ 5ffw 118.10 
SUHRiR) 


n) gs reft ra i (s^ftror cfc #Rngccf> 118.10 

3rtg>^l # 3miR m - gifor aiWra 

amng) 


htot mt m m fg^R <tm §g 



(II) HRdtg ^cTTgRT SRT W 4RR W . 118,10 
grf 2003-04 3W fcpff gfl Hlfal 

atom ftgfar gg farng g>g& §g 


(III) HRaRT ^cngm 5RT vjg^gj g^rg 118.10 

gg g>t wRfi gfer f^rafog gftfcr 
5 RI 3Tt^rqJ%m ffcrrc g^ §g ' 



gfarfl greg htHSh greg hi fan 

Ot ■ 



4800 


68 00 


70.10 146.04 


60.10 




73.68 





118.10 

67.07 

51.03 

76.08 

118.10 

8964 

2846 

31.75 



5ITfifo5Tfl q|tT f fcfr Tgg <$ HlHet 3 <£ 3TTOR *R RyfRd 

mtuH i^ ri e r v* ^rM t Ryfe #Tff yfrm c^ MRRf&g? f 1 
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[Part I— Sec. I] 


cfaft *ft fftftft R? 3TTmf^cT RTO R^R 71 - 1467, ft* ftR ft t I f?R 
fttfl ^ft fftftft ft* 3TTR7 R? fftejflftcT RTO rImR 85- 1157 ft* ftfa ft £ I s 
ns fftsftftcr ftRr t fft* torM ft* rrh ft fftR RTft 3ft ft to 

RRTOT t c[#i R^cRft cR R? RRTT ft % ReidM ^o3ft 3ft W ft* fft 
RRT RfyR 3ft f*T RR3ft cffr RlftR ft cfHT vjf^R ^ ftftTT I xjfft> v 
r^r jjr Rm ft* wi ri ftrcftR rt?t 3ft hImRc^h eft 3 ttr? r? 

3&tr Rfa R'ort'fl'eh Rnfrarr rtr 3ft Rjftft ft* ft ctr di^Rcb ftfaiR rrrr 
0 I TFR 3T3fft eft ftRR W 3ft 3ftf fftnfa 3#f fftR R? 3R: RffsR* 
R^RT RTC ft ratEft SJT3ft eft! TM ft* fft^fTO eft RftRRT^ RTR rImR 3 
eft WI fftRT RTT RRR ^fxR ft*R 3T8jfe ^ RTO* ft 32.00 3TR RT (: 
ft* RR^ ft 46.23 3R. RT. (115.007*) 1 

qRR eft TTReRT eft TRy ft, R73 eft f^RjtfrR #ft£ ffteT3*ft eft eftR 
RftRjlft ftR 3v?ft f feft iftfte fft?T3r? eft fftTOl#3 RRT3 eft RTRft ft Rtfftc? 
^feft fjxlK l j ^T eft Rift it TO7T3 eft RlfftR 3# fft*3T R3T ft, RtffeR R 

RR3R eft fftftTRT ftftfte fftR3R eft 3TTRR eftReT 3*T TOR 3RR ^fxR Re 


R.5. TO eft RTft 7|ft 3T vJTRfft 


fttft eft RR3R 


45. 3? ffteftftd 3^ft eft foR left cRJT TO3 eft fftRRftt 3Rft ft* feR ^ 
^Icj^ch ft RfSjcfjftt ft PlHfeffed R^f R? feRTR fft*3T ft : - 

(R) ^ RT3 ft fftqtftd TOR RfuR 

w cjftRR RF3 ft fftbllRcl MIcH RfyR - RlR 3Terfft eft eft^Td R&[ ftt "HKd 

^ vJR RT fft^R fftRT RTT R 3fft R^T Rl^R ffttffoT fepR W R t 

(■JT) RfftcRft ft 3TR ftTTt eft fftlrffcR cR^3ft eft cftftR fft^N RTft T 

fftsrfRT fftRT t i 

(tr) RRReft ^RT fftR TR sTTeT fftwft eft EZTR ft ^R ^cR 

cjftRR 3fR RRftR aTRTR, R^T ft R^feR eftRt, fftlM ?ft RWfftR RT Ti¬ 
ft 3RT ft?ft eft fftR R7 fftlrfeT eft cftftT?[ ) 

46. ^ ^Reft eft TfN cfRft ir IR ftR feHR mi Id I t 


(cf?) fcfjftt ft RRIRP/fftftcTR ft R^RR RTeT cR RfR ^Tft IftR 1? I 
RE'dftft ^eR |RR Rift ft TO ftr TOSTtR eft ftft ftft 3ft? RTO 
eft Rift RIR 3RTeTOTR t I RfftTOft ft 3TTft eft R]R ReftrR RTO^f ; 
3RTR R? eft | | 





[gpi i—-grog 13 


vbm m 




W Pfiriff qy 4 3 TR. cfc gTCT ^ <^n*^ 0 T 3FT8R *T? ^Tf f^4* #TcTT t 

ffc Tjft ft*33 333333 * ft* 933 13 ft toto ftft t ft ^ ; ft <nft3 ftftft to Prafa ffti? 

ufftj* I 313: 3ft ctT’i mTOftft 3Jc3> 35* 313ft 99l l 9 gift t ft ^J?4 ft ftPlft TO Pftlct 
fcb^ vJfl^ c^t 'time’ll % I 

9 

(3.) TOf ft 93113 35 ft 3RT 3>lft* 1J33 ftW ft PrTCR 3P3 93TO? f I 333335 ft 3R* 9 
ftiRT 3515(5* 31TOJ33 9333? t ft?ft 3? ftPFI ftft 35* 3513ft 3T3I 3 Pftfo ft* 35? ?W ft I 
jnprasrft to 313?* # tft 53 P*3*ft to mm TOiftft 3ft ?ftf* 333 ftftd 3? fftft? 35?3i 11 

(3) TJff 333 cf> yjftj Ppqfa ft 333 ft 335fcra 3lt3>ft ft 23,626 ft*. 33 ft P*^ * 1 TOlf<! TO 

f. 3 nfi(j ft. ar?. t?. ft. ft 3 ? ?fttTO? ftro t ftrftir# i'oiftw’ft*. & 11 

m. 5?. ft. SRI 33 35*33 ft 3lft ft 3ftf ?J93T 9ftf ft* #* faftTO 2,04,048 ft*. TO TO pT3*3 
1ft53I TOT t I f3 ftfttl ft. ftl^ ?j39l 3351^13 ft* 3# 3ft 3f ft * ct«tflft, ft*?. ?. ft. SRI TO 
WTOI ft 3lft 533 TO % fft33R-ftT3 933131* 3ft ftft^ft* 33^ TO ft 39*^ 3^ ft I 
(g) ft TOI1335 ft 3 F 3 ftftl ft* 3513ft PlTO PR* 35pfft TO ft*^ ftftjft* TO Pl3*3 fft3I 

ft | ft 3 ft ft 353 3?ft ft tJ35 3I3c! ft ftM l ftfl 3ft fftl? TO fftftft ft* ftPft* ** 20 93. ftl. 
%jft* TO 3 Tft 313? 31 (ftt 33(139 ft* ft3*g TO93* ft Iftft* TO 3 3 p 3 ft 3 ft 3 ftft ft* ftaft p 
35t5ft* 3lfit35 %) I f?I 3351? Pr3*33> fftft 35*33* TO ftTTft* 3ft ftTOT TOS9T %. ft 3513ft 
3TcP7” *3CcW % I 

(v3f) ^ ^>T f^ltcf W^t Ml fed <$*id1 fe>4 f 7 FH t I 

(51* TOt ft <13333 5 ft ft?3 3ft 3TO333T 35*33 ft TOTTO ?PlI3 ft*33* TO Plftd^(ft)3l t I 

313: 3? % 1ft 3fft 3ftlTO ^53) ft* SSTOT TO3T t,3* Ptftd^ 3tftfr 3ftl3* ft 35pftt 35ftt 3>? 

?1353I ft (3ftro ?J53>t ft* TO*nf$r ft ft*TO 3TO3S3T ft* ?ITO3 ft* u1lk ! J **) I 

(*) ftpR ft?ft ft* ^ ft Piftft ft ftro‘ft 53 to iftft3 ft 35tft* Pnrot^ f, 5 ft aftR TOft 
53TOftft* fcTO uTlft 35* l^llft ft 3ft? 31pf35 3ITO ftlft 3?* ftiflail Pig ftft* ft I 

(ft 3?R ft 333 TO 5 33113 TO fftft3 ?«lli 35*33 PtftOT Ttfftfft SRI PlftP3 31 3t^?fM©3 
Pt3*3 ft* TOW3 35*33 TO 35? ift t I f3 5ITO? TO ft* 3^ ft*3ft 3I3TO ft 3^Hfft ft 
TOft* 353 t I 3f 3T3T 53131 t fft f3 ftfaft TO 3R3 3 ft Pra*3 fcTO mm? ft ft TO 3TO t 
3 *^ 3I33ftft* ^535 S3I3T TO3I t ft 5333 ft* #**' I 

(ft ftHlfft 35ft3 SRI SI3I fftft 33* t 3fl^ fftft* H335 3935R gRF 33 TO 333% 3# 
ft* 3# t. 3«3 ^ ft 35ft3 ftPft ft* 33ITTO 9331, 331133, 3T3 3*t? TO33 PtTO^TR t :- 


r-- 

f*FT 

450000 

<SHdT 

929835. 

vicMKd 

759251 

311686 

WT 

420000 

98030 


339251 

204048 

3T5T5cFcT SlHcO 

170584 

138314 


640 61/2007—4 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sbg. 1] 


cPT I, 

ftnTT t f^RT tr? 


3m tfdVi 


CLUirji 


47. sifSn?>r& t f$> $ w ctpj ^ 

v3YjVf 3>F ~gf cjiwfc^p ^rfcT $> vSTT^t affr flrfcl c£ v5TT§t ^B^ 3Tf ^ 
#tfht g5t wcf TfsT^ c^fr 7F mg cr^ ^ cnwfcT^ Ttf ^rm^m srraTcfr ^ 

afirorercTT t I 


3 f^q WR 


BF.1. Olfct 7BR1 

48. ^rfter^ ^ vj^fpr ^ ^ ^ ^ f^n t % f^Wrw 

f^^^Tjf cf>^n g£\ t i tranft, wet 3Tcff£r ^ 


sn ^ 







[qpr I—gr»g n 


gg tWW : dwrauvi 1 27 

grcg cfr fen? fert% grag mffer #? f?R cwr ^ 3 tfmfer nfer cfr 'fttriw 

4 ^r srafa $ fern g^j srt sarf *#, gft fe gft *ft grig gft 

% i 3 t?t: mf3 i <t> i fl wg gft-1 ft> wg^cj^sfm g>f vra smfa g* ferg a# ff t gm 

raM^#jgr I 

9.2. ftw 

49. g^xjfeT%gF3TffrgfegTtfe : 

J ■■ 

(i) Ptui^cb g*ftan *r yil^ich^ g> ton? 5 ?fe? anjgfrg 3 3 ft? PigHMcfl g* 3 rggg - it gft 
afenaif ^ nfM^R fen afeife gfet 3fk mftan WET ft g>RUNmg> *mg g>t gftg g^TT 3Tftffrcf 
gf[ t i afrfeM g* gmet ft FiRj&tfr 3> frfe g>T ftgft fen ggr t sftg tr fegRT fern 
tot t I 

(ii) fefem> mftan grig ft, g^cj ^feg g> gnft feangn ft gjgR jmffrg fer gft f^rfrT ft 

yif§g>i{l g> fen? *jog> gft Fen? gfe g> gmef ft arfe gft qggffri eft <micHi gft grig gRg? 
3rtfer t 1 gft to fht ftt gn^T t fe mftan am® g> feng gftcj gfer gft crtctn gRgfen 
sift gft ip? ^ gg ft} 4ft Hicnyitfl ^jeg? scni gner i? ft g^ gifer gft gg>RRgg> R^jft ft 
cgggFf \jcmg fen l 3TengT, arfft gft ^wcifti gft ggiggr g>} grig fet? fen ^ig rfej 
vjfeT cf>t TOnrorg> thrift rt^ gft Fen? gnft gn ngfe ot^r gft t 1 F*o*j&fe anftftg 
f^rgng ^rt - snSfen ^ 3rtg?T g^ *^cK g^t ferfgg> ^nftan 

^ mfer ^r g^t fegR ^ggg fem nm t t • 

(iii) g^cj gfer g?r srfrr g?r ^ngffe fe g^ ^rnigm t v^nfe fet ggnwrg> gfeg g^feft, 
feft ^ wngg# ^ nRr gncng 3Toafen ^gg w ^ feren fen SFRn3ft, nRfer 

gigrRf g 5 t 3 ngfef> g$tn£r ( 3 pg ^t ^ w g?t ^epn ^ nRfei g?t w^r gWr) 
gg^ feff % vd^igcbi ^rt ^r c^ w ^ nren ^ ferr t 1 gfem nFf^f ^r arig^r/ 
^rt c^ fefem % n? fereTcnr t fe m^TRttfr ?pgT Fen? fer .gft fifcrfcr ^r g^ ^fer g^r 
srfcr gft ^RT^1% fe g^ fenggr t 1 ^n>r ?ngt 4 megfeft ^eg> F^n? gfe g^t g^cj 

‘ g^t yfejd mgr arirr 3 tk gW ^fefr arf!r feff c^t gmgm t 1 g^ gfeT ^ rpj 
g^t gggjg^r w fe g?t f^rfcf ^r gmfer rngnmn a# 3fR mmfer gfag ggsft arfer 
g>r msgRggj w ^r gfen 1 1 . ' ,. -...,,< 

(iv) gfepr mfe ^ g^ gfen ^ gn^Rngg n? g>rf mgrcng> 5mm n^r t r ggffe 
RFj; t 3flY 3ngTg ^ftfer t ! ggrf^, (t) ^ft ^r a^feg? amm ( 2 ) feneT nRfer 

gmrR ( 3 ) nrefej gmrR g5t angfen gWt ( 4 ) feft fer ^ men gn fefrt ^cg> g?t Fen? 
fer g?t f^rfcT angfe ^r ffe fe g^t gmgm t 1 

(v) ^fe gW gggg^gr femm t, F^n? ^ c^ ^crngg? §rt nfe ^ n^ gggg^rr ^ 

msmj gfeg nr nRg g>r g^ gn fefe fern rt ^ft gr 1 $^<*>1 gF 3^ ^ fe g^j 

^fer g>t f^jfcr g^ fe# fenfef 5rf?r^R 5 mm gft mmem g# t l ^fe gfem fefe gggg^ 
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vk fc^ ijxt g ^rforq wi % cMhm f^M cm 

imm w t l cRTTf^, cr?hm eft From ^tt?tt t eft ^ tw t f 
’ft W Ft ^m^ft I ^ ^FTFT ^cefj ft TTT2T eft^H ftftffi eTTO^ gm c] 
TTF T9TO t % ^ Pi'Mlol ft vJFTtF TO 3Tc^rf§TcF ftlft'd TOTW * 

(vi) fftftftt TOTT^eft ftt d^HH STTOT ft fft ftdcb ft?T ft ftFT ft 3 Tf^ i 
migft f iFTTft 3TcMT STTOlft ftt WffteT ftt Tjg g | ft 


Rcf^UI 


FTO 

*Jctf *TT ft PtTOIH 11)11} 
STOTT 

ftt. TO 

3,30,000 

m$\ Rwk 

ftt. TO 

1,50,000 

HMI ft % ft T?TC ft cM^H 
3TfftftFT STOTT 

% 

175% 

*1MI ft % ft W A TPTffcIa 
3TfftftE STOTT 

<7i r 

400% 



dT TFT t faft TO 
TOT wftt 3 #cE 

I ftt fttfftcT TO?ft 
RTT'srr fft to 



fftfftft ft wft 

^T TOT^T ft^T 

r\ rv . . f\ f\ 

cm I’-Mel Rftl 
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4 

mg Wi 4 

4t. ^ 


■■Et.Ii!»M 

5 

pKilasft- $?r 4 3wgra srfttfm sr»rai 

’ft, cPT 

240,000 

240,000 

6 

yrtrs*r 

4t.tR 

600,000 

600,000 


$»*W«*kt( vJH*lVl 

% 

85 

85 

8 

tTMlRd vJdJI<R 

4t. ^T 

gggfi!i!»l 

633,000 

9 

*rrm 4 4 ft 

4t. 4n 

550,000 

550,000 

10 

tAoi \aaVi s>r 'JcMK'f 

■SEh 

562,885 

263,261 

11 

tl^C^ d£?l 4 l <rft Raft 


509,450 

Emi 

12 

tmsrft fa 4 vi^iVi aft f^gft 

4t. ^T 

299,624 

- 

13 

ytej vidVi an yndi Nj^rzfrrr 

% 

72.63 

33.97 

14 

tftsrRw aft*m, aR ^oa> geraT didi t 

3FT. #cR 4t. 
•tR 

O 

00 

80 

15 

gfara, ^ ?|cSf> serai «rrar t 


3;600 

3,600 

16 

^el yjc-cb Wf§R Mgy dft^d 

ti./ 4t. ^T 

4,181 

4,181 

17 

y^ U^fFT a>T drf.HM Raft dft^d 

tft./ 4t. ^T 

■klrkltltirk 

******* 

18 

y^ deiVi aft tFuRd Rtf>l qft*id 

to./ 4t. cR 

******* 

;******* 

19 

y^ci ddVl 4 vJdJldd aft dHId 

to./ 4t. tR 

******* ' 

******* 

20 

orm/^rf% 

to./ 4t. en 

******* 

******* 

21 

tmiRa orm/^r 

■SHENSI 

******* 

******* 

22 

yte£ Rstft at d^RPT cTR #4 

dlU *>. 

******* 

******* 

23 

3>d RR>qi Mt (JR ^TTcTT dld/^lR 


■mum 

******* 

24 

q^*lH dcfxft M3I6 

1 

******* 

******* 

25 

tRlRd d4><ft Ndl* 

d'RI to. 


******* 

26 

q^HR 3u*al^ 

% 

15.66 

15.66 

27 

tFTTRd 3TR3Ttf 

% 

(15.64) 

(15.64) 


(ix) sm: tftoj OTtn <*4 t& Raft Rrareit aftt ^Wf 4. w <*ft 

-c^Hf ff*TT I *rR yt<| vJ^iUl 3§facf TRFT tRft yft 0^6 4dT t eft <lft*ld 4 <r>4l 3gd 
arftr^ ^t4t f 


0.3 f^mtc^/3Tmmc^/3RT ftrrag ware ^ Rgre 

50. 3RT 4 ^ fotft 4 4t ^tT 4iy 4 cF5tf 5Rgd ^ RRT 

11 

T5.4 HiRi«n*4t STtT «riw 


51. 5nfe5T$t 4 cift ^ft^rafeT-^ 4 srt 4t n^ 

cjft 4m ftrat 11 
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3T^fcj| 




7F fedfor 


FF ddd c£ 


STTFTdf fe 


cf?T RfsMl 


vjejMi fefjtFJT 


^ 3TTf 7^ cp STFTTcT - ^ 
7 i 3f^t^FT 


3TT2JRT v3?t 7ft 3TT^ 75 TJd - 


3TFTO 3FF 7TT57T ^ 7 t 


3HI *41 Cf 


TFT 



2002-03 

2003-04 

*ft.dT 

503,120 

535,815 

h*Bi 

100.00 

106.50 

*ft.dT 

2 

70 

ft.dT 

2 

0 

ft.dT 

1,203 

2,671 

*ft.dd 

1207 

2741 

ft.dT 

504327 

538556 

st^ 

100.00 

106.79 


526, 


104 65 


2958 


2958 


65 


104 98 


POI 


539,860 


107.30 


0 


0 


3,662 


3,662 


543522 


107.77 


55. 71^ t^JT 7ldl % 1% dTg cfft TFT ^ STfcT 3Tdfe cfT ^TTH 7^ TTFFddFF H^frl 

Wcjfeld §f # I FTfe^WFFTtfe>dfe?F 3FR7TT ^ FTddM FFT fed? Fife f 
dt ^ T7 f 3fR f^FT fe P|i|fdchl/^dIK<f>l £RT Fifed c}W F7 ^T= fedfe fe^r Fffe 
eft ThdcRT t I 































































L^PT l—WS .1] 

<WI IWW 

56. 'Tiftn aumS *iraj ^ mro 3 aifi)<*>i$l ^ fpn? firar? ^it altera t ft> aai 

sfea arraraf 3 mi s $ m«wr aft 55RT 3 <jrwR<fr aws ^mrfta 

iftfSJ* 1 WcttM $> appro 11 (ii) A mm^ t: 

**nfer arRHcft wm c& wti wm Km snfir^rtl ^ wicr w f^rrc 
f^r <tot mfts amrictr ^ m $ 3?«rar , wm % m ism & #r $ *rofcr ffe 

iftr 

57. f?r ^rafir ^ 3 Pft mraf ?&\ ciiwte? ^rrat Pihi^'r t=- 



58. wfira srit arrorat $ afrorc^ <& prcr$ 

ft % arrordt g>t sttstt wr 3 |<t ^fi t m ?*f *rc 4 imm mm wm 
<£ w 3 faror w i tfenftt, otofsj *n$*fr tt ^et ftcRT t 
^ ^ # 3TI^ ^ # ffe #r ^ f i 

fWlft 

59. Rfcr OTRTRft ^ ^RW ^ jmra <& tfisr # Prto# ^ appte ll (ii) # 

RRR^ci %■- 
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33 



_ ____ 11 ’ -- 

w? yfcT 


t*Fl 

sifted 

***«■*«* 1 

««**«** 


5,150 

T 

gflrpcT w ftstft 



cfv*T f^t (%) 

30-32% 



64. 553 5ft37i 57 fit# 3ft 7ft3i 33 5 th emfit ^ fe 3ft<$J^ft3 ll fii^R d gfit 

5ft33 5ft 5ff3 1J73 eft TO ^5131 5ft 5t sft I ' 3 3353ft Hfit Tfftcl 3ft371 

55 1J55T55T W5 3t5fif 5l <?l713 fil*[13isft3 37313 5ft 373133 311371 37 35^571 7o3 % 
f!T5R 5r# 3fl7 oT31^ 3^ ijftt 37 3%71 3113 5515 5*# ^>31 33T t I J^ qu| ^351 
TtcraT t fft> 713*1 ft?ft 3 % 37ft3> y % Tfins 57g 5ft 713lfil7T 3f3 5ft55 5^, 3«|5 
5ft Stfit 7fl5 5ft55 7t 5p 555 t | fife 5lfil3.lt ft 3>3 3ft371 57 fotft Tfifift ft3lfitel 
infer 5ft’ft 5^5 5ft t I 555 5ft55 57 fftslft 7fifct 7I3lfi»<f 3lfe 5(15 3T5fit 3* ^TH 
9 ft 47 SfilTITl 3> 37131 ft ft I 


Tfiq vjgftn ft Trafira 3»fiiii> <uig^ 


65. fi[55l5cft 5> 31335 II ft 5? 3lftfil71 t fift «fit ^ ft ?3 3H4lfl'l 55 7135 

cRg ^ 57 5fi55ft 55T5 3ft 377jfe 313 TTtfitcT ^tftt I ?7# 315551, 

fe55cft eft 3^35 II (iv) ft fftfiPftt ft 3177lfit3? 318141 713fe3>ftt, 5115, 373133, 55517 
f%775^ 575T55K5, fife 57 355 31815151575 333%, 5ft^, 3ft37ft 5ft 53lfft7T fe 3lft 
5575J, 3153 3lfil3 3ft 3131, 335<ft 3315, 5Tc57|J%raf, ft5T5T7, 35P| t, ffe 
vjetft 5ft 5T373 57 5T77fe 7% Tfife 333717335 5515 TlUct 3ftcj, 37*13 3ft fulfil 57 
5515 ^Iclft 3lft filfiFT 55735 3ft7 7lft7[3> PialRo fi^7 35 t I 


6T575, 1375155, fftfitTgj 3jfc 51575 qH^Vl 


66. «fir 315fir 7ft fttTH 31575, 575155, SI575 335% 3&7 fftaft 31313ft 7ft 7155 ft 3^, 
fe3 5ft fiftfil PiHlfHt7 7§ t>- 



2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

POI 

TO 

730,000 

730,000 

775,000 

805 r 000 


100.00 

100.00 

106.16 "] 

110.27 


537,257 

549,239 

563,814 

584,104 

^41^ 

100.00 

102.23 

104.94 

108.72 


73.60 

75.24 

72.75 

72.56 


100.00 

102.23 

98.85 

98 59 


501,815 

532,343 

519,403 

530,629 

^416* eg 

100.00 

106,08 

103.50 

105.74 


67. 55 513 fi551 5575 t fift Tfiq fe3 55 575155 3ft7 fftfinft ft «% 313% 55 fel 

7155717555 51% 55%71 ff t I 7185%, 3? 3% ■ fif531 51T7Tt f fiP 51%71 33TOTcft ft 
3 Tc 5 fft 57 5ft57f 5?iM £lft 5ft 7151551 t 3fl7 713^ %fe 575153ft eft 513SlTTlfe ^371 
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ft srccnait ^ ^ *t?f # t % vjtfm nr tfr ft#**Trarcj 

7 t^t t*TT 3 T^ m'enM wt # f^rfcT t #rt e^r 35# t> fen? ^tcct ^rt i 

*rft TftcJ 3FT# 3RI? cpt ?TC#F tcIT t eft 7^ 7W ft % ufc[ ^R 

ft# '-Hl^fl^ W t*TT 3fk uRuilH'M'inM 3?fa SFRTT 3'TtUl # artef I 




68. 7rfo£ ^#»T # 


%?T cnfef^T 3 tt ^ t=- 
2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 j ^ 3T#J 


5ffcT cf^Tt ^cMKchdl 

vi CM I pencil # yc|Rl ^[4t«l«S 


******* ******* 


100.00 101.14 102.991 I 105.24 


69. Rtc| '3#R # ^IlWcIT t 3#t t> tlTR TjeTTC f3IT t I 
ft><ii ^TRTT 1? ft> cl^ii ^ccr> foR eft WTT^cpcfn 


cllfclc^l t ft^JT 


*TFT ^ETR fjfrCTT 

70. RR t ^Ejt^vTdtR t) 3T3fNft# t 


#1 t IRR f^RTT 

tAoj^ \3tjVi 

~iii~5ii ~' 

__ —- 


71. did ftRT Mllell % ft) ^iddfltft c1 4 ll4 ft tK<^ vTtil * l 

vm t WT ^T t | cTSTTft TF ttd ftRT ^TMT t ft) ^ft #HH 
FOTT WeTT t tt \3#*T # 4MN It# t 3TRtf I 

Hm, ftt*r *re chto aft? s*q>3t sraif 


2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 




99.76 

99.49 

99.44 

0.24 

0.50 

0.56 

0.00 

0.01 

0 


JUilfiCil 


72. "HltcJ 'deiVl erm, ftt?T *R 3TR 3fft deb41 # efifapT 

# >3rm#Tij|| ^gfpr t ) itt # #hh f#ft 

t _ 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 

cR - efTH j ******* ******* I ******* 

100.00 66730 50.86 

ermt Trt^T?3TTzr-yftiTTpTT 22.10 16.71 H.90 

3TRTR 

_ ~ 100.00 75.60 53.83 

cTTTf 34.33 26.82 14.94 

3TTSJK 

100.00 78.12 4^.53 

cTf^T ******* ******* ******* 

100.00 73.20 62.52 


******* 

”66730 

16.71 

" 75.60 
26.82 

"78.12 

******* 

>3.20 


50.86 

"Tl.90 

53.83 

14.94 

45.53 

******* 

”62.52 





















[W\ I—-gpxg 1] 


73 . 7J6 %g ft^JT vSTTcTT t cFP?, cPTT^ ^Tf *R 3JT?* 3jfa *ig» ^> JKHff t tffct , 

araft # t^r Prcra? jreflra $ $ I Wit. sfrr 3R<&*« t? fta5t 

^ *}r g i e-t^itft ^5 sen? ^ fifcifo # wraRft ^ wi €rt, * ir 

^h<^i ^ 5fffe $ wiRa $ ?ft ai«R(* Pt-ttfl* H<f?irf |t 11 ^ 
airara sfaeft tct* 5 ? uSt^f ft# 3* to t <tt *f? w & fo» ^ ,| ^ 
a^artiRP f^fto siri, ftM w writoj? sir? #* 5W? 351 ^ mi 

<MH1 M^il I 

jm*m aft? 

74 . j^vPlK sfft HW<j8 WifeT Pi**ifc<RsW ciifc^<ni 4 ^ ^ t I ^ 

nsth^tt fcfc #sftr aft? *r srorc ^ ^ £ ! :; 



^pt4 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

tsrf^ 3T5l^ 

^IuHIW 

^to 

,! *6***** 

******* 


******* 


HffxT 

100.00 

101.08 

10189 

... t in ■' •■.*■■ 

103.31 

4’uT^t 

error wj 

«***•*« 

******* 

******* 

******* 

%&*3 . , 


IQO.OO 

114.01 

116.71 ; 

■ •• /•: 

119.66 


qicrqft Eri 

■ • . ; --" ■:; : 'l£y 

75. a ^ ^t $ Hici^tfi <& fer -& t % 


ftm w %■- 



2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

\ira sraf^r 


16,785 

17,006 

16,082 

18,943 


100.00 

101.32 

95.81 

112^86 

^ f^t Jft % g* ’W ii 5 Rg 
apft 

3.34 

3.17 

3.05 

; 4 3 v 5 l ' 



100.00 

95.13 1 

91 M 

r 106.18 


76. 




77 . £ ftP 5 Ff 3 n$ra> *fR<R^i ^ ^ >3 ^rm w ^ Rw W fe .*^1 

m\ 6§facr $ ^gfe r ^dtn ^ ^ tiM $> 

cPTR *R mg^a ^f> ^ 6*m t I cmtft m*TCT cT ;f?R p| ### * 

3?PTRft 6ft *TT3T 6 efftReT *R T T^ 3Tct nlc^ci ^ q?W W ^ ^ 


t nCT *& ^Rfi v ^ 

78. ^ ^ TT^T t % RS=T mfvR, PldlRd #HT $ 3^3> ^WI ^3c#a^I ^RR *R 

% I f^rertf^cT ^nt^r 
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ijcr wv 3 ?jstt 


> ^ 


> 






> cf-cHM-a cFlHri qr qYd cfciH ST^TTR ’ 

> cffcfc cR-^efieRt cj?I ftfqfa eh 3FfW? —— - 

. > #flxT %?T - ijEdi&r efrt fogjcf cfc aERR —— ~ 

> S^rit - ^r^raT <£ 

3 it^r $> srrarrew- zf\m offe rer 

^ 2004 3> fcFJ *TRcT cFl far? ^ if ^TRefto c£ffwm c£ 3TF^r c?> 

cH^filK 

^ 2005 Cf> feTCT 7{m efi f^TT Tpqr filter cf> ^sj $ ^ifFT gRT RlSi 
3RP? mf WcW$ <£ 3FRTR 

f^FT " “ -- 

^ ^ 2005 4 3 Ri ^tr g>r fcf^ -*nj ■JTTf^i 3 jfa<T £rafa ^ ir ^ST 

gRT ^OTcRET R 7 R tr sfe gj efr 3 FJTTR 

> FRcfFl ^TPTRT <$■ ^FTT ^ 3TOR T? 2003-2004 $ c?RH eft^T ^ 
^cT sfftTef f^RlfcT $ v^T^RIK 

> ^cfk <£f!qm c& 7£RT $} 3TTETR TR ^Ff eft Rmft efft^TeT ftsfauTiftfr" - 
s[M arf^faci cftim ~$> 3pprre 


115% 


34.20% 


146.04% 


73.68% 


71.46% 


76.08 % 


31.75% 


95.27% 


114.57. % 


84.53.% 


TfF TTO 11% ^cf ft'illd f^RT Wf t, 


Tffer eftwf ^ f%RT trh t 


79. ^TF Ffe f^TT vFlIdl t 1% Pdleid MlcH'Ml' "5Jc^6 cRJT sRT cR4 c£ 
^TpRJT #, ^ ^T eft ijuft ftfcr eFft OTeTT 
5WR crerrft tr ^ ftmrr urnm t j% vJt.cfc am eRfam ^r 

t 3ffa f^$\ ^Mcrf^cF ^micf ?T cm^ft W ^ 3Tfcr^^r I 

^ cti^ efTRei> 


80. ^ WIvjIK ^ ^lHd\ W ^TIcT cfT^ FTfer GfRTfrfi ^ ^?R Tf 

f^eTW ^5 ^TPTd TTR^RT ^ ^ ^ ^ # PTfrf 

f^r f^rr trtt % M % ari^rfcTcf ttft^ cm qfxi ^ 

teTT ^tFcT ^ W^t cmr c^t TfPFFcRT t, 3fk W ^ 

WTRem^ c2 

t stk sTRrr^RT cRga^f ^ xrfw ^ ^ Trr^-TfTsr c^fr ^ ^ .3mRfr jt 
tj ^FTR ^ TTOq c^r 7rf^ 3TT7nfcRT WTK ^cj vJFITF cf§t deRT ^ 

3TT^ I (del vJdll<? Tf STfcT^nf^cT 3TTOJ ^FlT I 

81. ^ ^fm ^rt 5Rp ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ . 

^cj swefi] "cplddt T7 yfcl<£<M yfafsbdl RcR gft t I f^jf^ t\ y 

t % ernm £ fen? ^tft ir w 3 ^ ^ , 

5tto xfg$i c$ ^Fmr t i 


Rgrm gft 





















[WI I—'1] 


W SR OTT3 : 


37 


g# gft #rt mn $33 *rrf^T 

i 

82. arfcT ^rrfvjR 3> 3* sralsHid, grcr f3sft% otfrt >h%t ark 

dtcf cj^hTcr qft ^cht ^TRnat 3> qfq ^ 3 I siW «# qorf^R ^3c3®3k mi 
M% i . 

3RI Wcf TO ?3 ^FTPIR^ WT 

83. ^dk 3 otS top ffonr t % Mot* ^3kr 3> ^4 3 toM siftikm <& 
5 jrt 3.3 ^rS crnj ^ Btcff \ 

84. ^Tcf 3> ^TcT gq 3t qrftok irt srk ^ !»». sfk dsrg 3dr 3 mkcr sTrokr 

3* 33$ q5t wq qft I irffek 3RT WET 4^ft)M3RW 

cbK<*>) 3 vTSTk ck STfcT d 'ticb’Ol 1? STOTT SrrfcT ti^fcHI !?t OTkt ^ I * 

3RT ^kt 3 an^andi <fi\ $rar <wt <$*k 

85. 3k knrr t k> sf$ 33t % ferRkk ^ncj 3 ^i wr strtot* q# # I 

^eT ^3 S[RT $ Wkt ^TRP $3 k$k $3 v5TT #, 3fft $R?T 3 WOTq/^fcT $3 

3 ?ot3 pt^t ^3c#g3k ^ t sjfa 3t 3k k>$r ott t 1% ^ pft 3 3 $f3 

Mic-N'ltft gcSfj 3TTO 3 fcTOT vHk 3r *TRcT cf3 *R«£ ^tjsif 3 f3sk $3 ^T^FfT $g?T 3Tfsk> 

wkfr i 



?^>l4 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

vijrf sr^rftr 

3il<410l <$ ^|c<| 







Pr.^r 

1,203 

2,671 


KEiSH 

> km 

f3.^r 

2 



■ 

> 3FCT 3?I 

f3.c?T 

2 


0 

0 

fcT 3TT3cT 

\m 

1207 

2741 

* 2958 

3,762 


kg 3 dgrerr ?3 /siott ^cr 3 > ?tM 3 qf3ftfc 

86. $S? 3k f^TT "W % ft^Wl31*i r; vJ^j4 $3 HPT 3 OT5R1PTO 5Tcf>R 

ppt 3 >h^xh ^Rmfck wf qff t, fuRr3 ^dk c3t ark gf i 



$m§ 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

uriNr sr^flr 

*TFT 

ftr.c^r 

504327 

538556 

529465 

543522 

<Jxfl44l * 

ai^r | 

100.00 

106.79 

104.98 

107.77 


87. wqcT ^ 3 qfk3q cft c &i wra^T qikcm^ c3t ^fk 3 3 trtt t i 

czinr i333mcOT? q^fckt xk w ^ ^r qfcrrot 

88. cPT STRITcT gcRT W 3 f^TT uf? OThTT t Slk ^3cJ WMR 3 cfii c?mK 
5Tk3eTROT> q^fckT kSFTFT 3 J ^TTkk ^WTcJch WR 5Tkwgf cf5>k t slk WT # 
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TOJ3CT 3ft Tqfcr cfWt ^ RfcTCW t I cffi TTOI WT t ft? 

<Tp c#TeT $ Wm % OTTTT^t $ 5mTfcm t i ^ Simifocl TRclT ?t, 

eft f^r*ferr ^ wppft i 


sMPlcift <m torn xTcj foqfci cjjrf Ptbri^ 










I'm i—w*s 13 
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(*j) M l cH& ft WH ct fcR ^ 3f[R drtWW ftWRtfffa WTR $> STTOTeft 3 <ffe ^ 
MRu|im<3frM ^RcJ d£)Vl <?Wf 4 35*ft 3>R^ W feft ^ WZ\ A Wft 3R% *R WTSJ felT I 

Rjfc vjeffTT c$Hc! ^R ^FHJ ?t nSTRIT t, eft ^RR?t dWH.<WI, 5W cTSTT f^fet Rt 

3TRT ^R lifted eRTT nTRRttW ^PTR -q^R I Rtft 3TFITfeTeT RTT*nft ^T 3?f^cr>ift)ch 

vjqtfm cRct t, eft ^ Rrefm ftaft ^5t w 3 few 3tRfe i f* wr fetr 
r^fct4i 3 ^t gtfe RRnTfer 11 

3RT 5RF?R Rt? RW t fe vj^fm RTfeet 3mJTeff ^ fatfet cJWct R* 7RJT t i 
^ srarfoTcT ^rt wi 3 rtw cf?r fe wj efr wfe^i rr ^ cpt umpft I 

Midrib ^Jo^j Wd j?fe ^ mRuIIH^W v^eTl J I hi fciei 3TPTTcft Rt t^fe HM°) atfet ^T 
^TFFTT $ fcR yt: WT # vSTTW I Wet 3TRTTeft ^ ^TR^T Rftc| 'J^T ^T Stfe 
fl«*l<HI t I 

*fa «trft rf% 3WT ftrRR tfl H«nw*Tr 

-— ---r - —“- - - 

92 . dd1 j i % ct^ fen t fe fefere? RT^fterr ^ 3Rrfa rj? wt 3fe$rc 

w$\ t fe mn mdH^fcSl ^Jo9> et feR vlfe ^R ^cj ^ffe ^ft Stfet wft R?^ 3T3TCT 

feeR ^ R^T RfeTW t; 3Tet: ^sftftw fe&^RT Rj4tag * 3tm RR ^t nf 

: |fejof feft 13Tet: mfen^t sztPt # Rn? *ntf f^t wft wr n? w ^t * 

fcR ^5t "nf fe TOR^ft ^e^pj #RT ct fetR utl% 'gft f^fet 4 flftj^t RT^t ^ RRHTcRT 
t I ^ W fe^T t fe nferM ^5 Wft ^t feTR ^?t f^rfet ^ Rlfet ^feft 

tR w 3fet wfet imr’ t v^t t smT rt^t ^fr ^ mfet g?feft # rr 

ferfet Rl^ l f^el t I ^ Wf nRRT vR^t t fe ^ fdT feRIT RR eft cRH mfet aTRTefr 
^ chRUT v^fm gft flfet feeR Bteft RMt I RWet # Rf^f fem W % fe 

md’H^tSI ^ fett ^?ft ^ smrrefr nf^t ^je^r ^«Vi ^5 stfet ^fet 
gkr Rt «tt 1 

1 

93. of ' n ieffR gf gfet ?& WZr$ 3TRTCT Mlfefclfl SRT WT ^ ^RH ftftwr RR3T T«ff ^RT 

tR^et RJ^tT X?4 m& mm m Rf>r Mlet ^ R5% Wf feeR Btet R^r ^ 

Rfwn^rr ^ ^ wn "nf I'tnfW ^rt feweft ^ ar^-i! (vii) ^ 3 t^rtr, Rffr 
PtH l j>HW t, Wfe? atfeT R3etV ^ Rfet *t ^ffeef '^HWt RR fetR cfRet ^r atf^T v5TT^t 
R5^r 3Rmt feeR €t^ R5^ ^ >M^|cH| gft vitm g?t 77 ^ :- 

' ciReiftfr grfer ^ R^t ^t RmRm efgzfr ^ anmR n? fe^n ^mprr sfR n 
3TI#T, WRTT aTOT n^5T RPTTcRT ^ StmR RR I nRfefeff ^f ^ mRcMh ^ 
MRuimW>W m ^ ?lcft ^Rft fe# %fit Rf5T RW eftR RR 3tgnm eRTTOT RHT 
^ife? 3ftR ^Rft f^tfet 3TTRRT^ff fbfR^f WT ^ 5tfeT n|M I ctTRetfe) §tfct 

^ R3R^ ^ RfeT ^f 3l|cf>cH ^ feR f^fee «lR|chl^ ^TRT 3T^T RRff c^ 

RTM-Rtm PinfetRsiei m ferR fern iw :- 

(^ W ^ RTfeeT amtleff m ^ft n^fet R5R ^T ^ ^ 3TFTIeft cf?t 

RRIRRT ^tWt AT , ■ 










&Af\ rsi/onn-7.. 


[WT 1] _ HRS 55? WTO : 3*31^ 41 

fttfe ern| m ftr Fen? ^nft $ ftft qfowftt «# ft 5^: Hfo? ftft ftft 
viTrft ^sft ftt fttt *wi*mi ^rft t t ^sfm % src- ^ wrt ^ to fen fe ott 
arroifer ?n*Bft ft ftfa ftfer- srr ^cftt 3ifef> % fe ^ few.r« w& <ff ftt£ ^rft t fe 
*rfe wrM ftr *rto gnr fen w^? ft ft fesg fen Mnfta wrw? ft ftig 3*5 ftt 
3 i^H m> *rrar g>r fenfa ^nff ftft, ftt wn feftt ^cqrcfti ft *orer ^ ft ferarc fft? wft 
zhro OTTcrnr f^eFTFT 

98. tft *Wlftc! 5RdT, v3<W<H fftftt, 3TTTO, feftd, ifoj ftR, feftft ft ftsfa 

ft ftfer ^ fttsftfeftw ftr fefa, ft^gferf ft^arnn# ftt* *wrfer ftip ft gift ft 

>afttn grer aMoiai cTsjt Hif$3>ift ft irrer font# 4 ^ws? ^w*ro? ftt sift ft 

sr*cT 1 ^ ^cj grer fe? *n? rf w snsrfeftr ftt *ifo ftt «fr 1 feoffor wti ft 
fen? fft 4Fm TO ft W ^rft ft ten? 3Jc4> ft W$t ^SRT 3TTOW t, «lfe$>'fo ft 
fftfecffecT nrwft iRferrefftm : - 

(i) *jef ftft ft Plftfo! TO FTfoFT; 

(ii) ftnFT wer ft feoffor nieR fef^R - jrftvwrf, gft ftt ft^ 3mfir ft ft^rn 

*TRcf ftr fejfcT §*? ft. ^FT ^ fedR fftOT W 2JT 3ffr WH fftgfon fft^JT W «n | 

vftf ftq- aftft ft *trf ft ftft ifefe ^f fft^T wsirfe fefeer jnfe^rtt % #n>r ferf ftr 
feM 3tk RftRd ’HRRT ^r w Fjr^cr fex? vsrr sferrft fedR ^r fq nr^r ftt 
^miFTr ft to % tne?r gn fefrm fft^r 1 1 

(iii) ftfeft vJRKfti irt fe*? ^n? fera# ftr sop $ ^cT f?, M ^ ^nfer «Frap f 

ITRcT ^ fegRR fttncT, feftd ftt ^ ftt cfRdfi^ #? ^faffe*. FT^T; 

(iv) ^TFT ftt ft tm 4 PS fe^? 3fR cTO, v 5£F( % «ffe ftt W4r|| ft TO 

ft I , 

99. ^T <t>Rftl ftt ftNf fftt? \3fft ip fts feb^i ^141 ®IT fft : - 
(gO ^4^ ftfff ft wftr # nreFf ^rfuR 3f?r t; 

(^) 'rog feff ftt feat?r ftfer ma ft %rpt ttftt fttnd #? ^oj ft fen? feoffor 
Miffed ftfeer ft ?§d PH %; 

(f) R ' ftfffti srt ^Rft ^Tf^ii wr t fft w^RPft ftt Feng ^nft ft toft aftr 
^jpT ftr 4# ftt ftSTTeRT ^rft ftft 3fR nT?FT ftt ?PW ft fcF? ftt oFIldR v5Tlft 
W!T 3fl4W<b t I 

(W) TO n? tferR cRcT ^? fft ft cT<tnR feltd d-cHfilcg ftfeft W ft t, fe^ 
ftr 'FPRTR ffti? \5nft ft ?TT 2 T ft ftfeff ^cR^gcfT ^Hl^i ft ^m? ft 3TRnftr ft 
3T?ft^ ffe ftft ftt ftRW #; 
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[gpi 1] _ ; 

ftaTartfftftftftftftaraafa afta> aragw aaai t 1faft afiiftsRr, 
3lftf ftftr sra a^ ftftf aft fftafa an ?sr t ftft $«f?u?#aft ftftt aft ftp? an Pra^ aft 
»IRtr ft ftft \5fT% aft ftaiaaT ft f'WR atf fftat an 'dwell t I 





W*W1! 

450000 

930000 

vicMI^ 

311686 

759251 

vc}m4RI 

69.26 

81.64 

3IH^cH!^raT 

138314 

170749 

3TTW 

0 

0 

^cT vjMd«cl'dT 

311686 

759251 

’TFT '• 

98030 

420000 

M vjMdAicn 

213656 

339251 

Pi ^»Ta ; 

204048 

246809 

PkfiyT vivci^fd t 

9608 

92442 

Pi ci ci f<!*icn 

211970 

263191 


100 . ijfft fta*r ftft it ftftt aaat t W: ?t?^f^n TO areftta aratft ft ftasM 
■^t P i <i1g ftp? anft aft ftaTaat t I fyaftft if ^na«t aaar, v»w«i, ftaft aat afa ^aft wi aft 
KnaftTOftiaasaftfftaraaTtfft ateaftft W* aft ft* ^ aft afftftft apaftat 
men aft? a^aftf aft ft ft*rfttt#aft?*ftt aaanarea fti aaro a*ft at ftp? l?a> ftt anft 
*gat ana?aa> t1 

ioi a? ft? ftraraat t ftt'ftaftaft % fftafttftp? aafoftt * ^ ftcfm^ aiw. fft 

wftraftaPtfttftftftaTaftftaftaft s 5 ^# atf ** * «w ***" ** ™ 

ftt * i ftgftft ftp? aa aaat, ^iftf. ftaft aa aft ft ftaa ft w aft san 
^tefftin aar t ftwM ftt amftt ft aftojssfta ftf aft ;^t at **ftt 
^ki^Ri , ti'Hi c i T ii .1 

ftfti^ ftjrr tttt ifrrea 3fpr fta«ra asfi m jrcga at^M ftt raft ft *sft f? tuftant 

m ataaT t ft> ateaM ?gaa> ft aftasan ft fta^ ftftt ft aiea aft ftftt l 

102 . anftaa ftt ftftt fa tnftarft aiaft #1ft aft fcaft an yftftsw fftat ^rat t ft 
4|<i4 3ft7 aft Wlftt ??ft "ST 'llftl ftt < ft |q "tl ^ i 

v*. grfit 3ifa grfcl ^iFnn *1^1^! 

103. ^awftHffwaaM'ft^^ft^l* 

aft ?ft?T ftftcT ftt WIT ftt? aft HlPjR ft ftftpP vSti ?|4 ftt*ia ft ai«t ^ 

ftftj ft t l aan? aa gtr a? Hift*? u i sta aia aft at fc afR ftas a?§ ft ftp? aftftw 
gft^aftaaaTafta^s^aaraaa^ato^ ***m tataa ftftaaft 
at ?jaaT aa fttga ftaftaa aa >3aaft wer ftft ft aaata ftt at t i aift^iftt sta aftcj, 
^taft ftp? (****/aft aa.ft) atf^ fttaa aft ftta fttaa aa ftftaa fftat aar % l 
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ufTcf mRuiw 


104. g[RT ft Tjf ^cftefr, cfRT| ^ ^HT 3ft? fft? ^ 3 

R*lft ?RIT f%<T^ ^Tt ft 3Ffft ft mfftftt ft RR£f 3W cTS 

urixT q'Ru||*fl 3 3TRRTT ftt STH 3 Rsft 3fk c|^HM ^ RT^fftr 

OTfeT f^RcRRT cTSTT X?4 erfc! W§ ^ ^TT ^iftt WISfv! ftt RRT 


RT^ «fTRTR 4 inf^T, « TR 3T^T 3R Rft t cRJT 

TTTRpT wft 3lf^ 3fk ^HdH ^TT ft u*TKT t I c|^HM >J 
wr t eft cr^ ft hr^i Trfft gH t=r fft 

t I 

?Rjft Rrftm % §# mfe ft ft^r sift Prw *r ^ir ffta 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 27th February, 2007 

FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject: Anti-dumping Sunset Review Investigation concemlngimports of 
White Cement originating in or exportd from UAE and Iran. 

No. 15/6/2005 DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 

amended in 1995 (hereinafter referred to as Act) and the Cus ' orns J[® l rlf J 
Assessment and Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 (hereinafter referred to as Rules); 


A. BACKGROUND f 

2 WHEREAS, having regard to above Rules, the Designated Authority 
(hereinafter referred to as Authority) initiated an antidumping investigation 
on 6.12.2000 into alleged dumping of White Cement originating in or 
exported from UAE and Iran and provisional antidumping duty was 
imposed on imports of White Cement from UAE and Iran vide customs 
notification no. 64*2001-COS dated 14.06.2001 on the basis of the 
preliminary findings of the Authority dated 22.02.2001. The final findings 
were notified vide notification dated 30.08.2001 and the Department of 
Revenue imposed definitive anti dumping duties on the subject goods from 
subject countries Vide notification no. 99 / 2001 -CUS dated 03.10.2001. 
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On the basis of a duly substantiated application filed by t 
Industry in terms of Section 9A(5) of the said Act requestin 
continuation and enhancement of anti dumping duty in force 
period of five years, the Designated Authority initiated a s 
investigations vide notification no. 15/6/2005-DGAD dated 26 
to examine whether the expiry of the duty would lead to cc 
recurrence of dumping and/or injury. Investigation was carrie 
period starting from 1st October 2004 to 30th September 20 
months). However, injury analysis shall cover the years 2002- 
2004-05 and POI: 

PROCEDURE 


The procedure described below has been followed with re 
investigation: 

The Designated Authority under the above Rules, received a 
filed by M^/s. J K White Cement Works (Unit of J K Cement Lii 
- Nagour - Rajasthan, supported by M/s Grasim Industries 
Cement Division), Kharia Khangar - Jodhpur, Rajasthar 
initiation of sunset review investigation for review, conti 
enhancement of anti dumping duties concerning imports of W 
Cement (hereinafter referred as white cement or subject good 
in or exported from United Arab Emirates (UAE) and Iran 
referred to as subject countries). 

The,* information provided by the applicant showed sufficient 
justification that there was a need for sunset review of anti du 
earlier imposed. On being satisfied, the Authority issued a 
dated 28*" Feb, 2006 published in the Gazette of India, E 
initiating anti-dumping sunset review investigation concernin 
the subject goods classified under Chapter 25 of the Custc 
(Section V of the Act, which pertains to Mineral Products) ur 
heading 2523.21 originating in or exported from UAE and Iran. 

The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to the knov 
and/or exporters in the subject countries and provided them c 
provide relevant information and make their views known in 1 
forty days from the date of the letter in accordance with the Rul 

The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to a 
importers and/or consumers of subject goods in India and adv 
provide relevant information and make their views known in 
forty days from the date of issue of the letter in accordance 
6 ( 2 ). 

Requests weire made to the Central Board of Excise and Cus' 
and Director General of Commercial Intelligence and Statistic 
Kolkata to an*ange details of imports of subject goods in India 1 
of investigation and preceding three years. Specific request wi 
to Indian Embassy in Iran and UAE to provide relevant InfC 
regard to exports of the subject goods from these counti 
request was also made to Commissioner of Customs ICD - 
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Cochin, Navi Mumbai and Chennai to provide the import data, as according 
to domestic industry, imports are taking place at these ports. Information 
was however, received only from ICD Cochin. 

vi) The Authority provided copies of the non-oonfidential version of the 
application to the known producers and/or exporters and the Embassies of 
the subject countries in accordance with Rules 6(3) supra. A copy of the 
non-confidential application was also made available for other interested 

parties, on request. 

vii) The Authority sent a questionnaire to elicit relevant information to the 
government of subject countries, including following known 
exporters/producers in accordance with the Rule 6(4) 

M/s. Saveh White Cement C„ Tehran, Iran. 

M/s. Urmia White Cement, Tehran, Iran. 

M/s. Shomal White Cement Company, Tehran, Iran. 

M/s. Benvid White Cement, Tehran, Iran. 

M/s Neyriz White Cement, Tehran, Iran. 

M/s. Ras Al Khaimah Co. UAE. - 

Mr George Poonthottan - Advocate for RAK UAE requested for extension 
of time for filing response upto 31 December 2006, which was granted by 
the Designated Authority upto 15 th December 2006. However none of the 
exporters/producers from the subject countries filed response to the 
questionnaire. 

viii) Questionnaire was sent to the following known importers or users of the 
product under consideration for providing necessary information in 
accordance with Rule 6(4). The Authority provided opportunity to the 
industrial users of the product under consideration, to furnish information 
considered relevant to the investigation regarding dumping, injury and 
causality: 


1. 

2 . 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8 . 

9 . 

10 . 
11 . 
12 . 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18 . 
19. 


Gardewel Industries, Pune 
Sonalac Paints & Coatings Ltd., Kathua 
Golden Paints & Chemicals, Amritsar. 

Super Chem Paint Pvt. Ltd., Jalandhar 
Marvel Paint Co. Ludhiana. 

Crete Industries, Solan 
Meena Industries, Shivakasi 
Rainbow Colours India, Kama I 
Oriental Colour & Paint P. Ltd. 

Aquoiac Paints, New Delhi 
Pegasus Indian Textilaties, Vasai 
Aero Paints Ltd. Bhiwadi(Raj) 

Poona paints & Varnishes Pvt. Ltd. 
Evershine Paints & Chemical ind. New Delhi 
Power Paint(l) Ltd. Noida 
Super Aquacem (India) Pvt. Ltd. Gurgaon 
Rainbow Concretes (P) Ltd. Panchkula 
Brite Paint & Chemical Co. Sahibabad 
Snowcem India Ltd. Gotan 
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20. Nitco Coating Industries, Kanpur - 

21. Super Coats Painnts (?) Ltd., Bangalore 

22. U.P.R.N.N.(AIIahabad Unit), Itawa 

23. Supermix Const. Chem (I) P. Ltd., Mumbai 

24. Jay Industries, Ahmedabad 

25. Tista Decocem Pvt. Ltd. Siliguri 

26. Pravin Tiles Co. Morvi(Gujrat) 

27. Triveni Colour Industry, Valsad 

28. Sun Coats, Rajkot 

29. U.K. paints India Pvt. Ltd. Greater Noida 

30. Choice Mosaic Tiles, Silvassa 

31. Unistone Products (India) Pvt. Ltd. New Delhi 

32. Santosh Tiles, Silvassa 

33. Valli Paints, Chennai 

34. Ceracem Coating India Pvt. Ltd. Thane 

35. Vigneshwara Industries, Shivakasi 

36. Gem Chemicals, Aurangabad 

37. S.K. Tiles, Raipur 

38. Laticrete India Pvt. Ltd. Hyderabad 

39. Konark Flooring, Hubli 

40. Anugraha Tiles and Marbles, Bangalore 

41. Rainbow Colour Chems, Tiruneveli 

42. Aries Industries, Pondicherry 

43. Gemini Paints, Chennai 

44. Madras Cement Ltd. Kanchipuram 

45. Comtrust Super Designer Tiles (P) Ltd. Palkkad 

46. Crimson Paints Pvt. Ltd. Koikata 

47. Grindchem Unit II, Jamshedpur 

48. Unichem Paints (I) Pvt. Ltd. Guwahati 

49. Gengara Marketing Agency, Kerala 

Following parties have filed their submissions/response/ information to the 
Designated Authority. 

(1) Super Aquacem (India) Pvt. Limited. 

(2) Indian Small Scale Paint Association. 

(3) Anugraha Tiles & Marbles, Bangalore 

(4) Mr. H Bandur - Bangalore 

ix) The Authority held a public hearing on 7 th November2006 io provide an 
opportunity to the interested parties to present relevant information orally, 
which was attended by J. K. Cements Limited, Grasim Indus tries Limited, 
TPM Consultants (consultants for J K Cements and Grasim Industries), and 
representative of Government of UAE. Advocate of exporter ftom UAE also 
attended the hearing. The parties attending the public hearing were 
advised to file written submissions of the information presented orally. The 
interested parties were allowed to present rebuttal arguments on the 
views/information presented orally by other interested parties. Designated 
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Authority has considered these written submissions received from 
interested parties. 

x) Arguments raised and Information/evidence provided by various interested 
parties during the course of the investigation, to that extent the same are 
supported with evidence and considered relevant to the present 
investigation, are appropriately considered by the Authority in these 
findings. 

xi) The Authority during the course of investigation satisfied itself as to the 
accuracy of the information supplied upon which these findings are based. 
For that purpose, the Authority conducted on-the-spot verification of the 
domestic industry to the extent considered relevant and necessary. 
Additional/ supplementary details regarding! injury were sought from the 
domestic industry, which were also received. 

xii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra* the essential facts/basis 
considered for these findings were diectosed toknown. interested parties 
and comments received on the same are considered to Final Findings. 

xiii) The Authority made available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties through a. public file maintained by 
the Authority and kept open for inspecttbn by the interested parties as per 
Rule 6(7). 

xiv) Cost investigations were conducted to work out optimum cost of production 
and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of 
Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the information 
furnished by the applicant so as to^ascertain if anti-dumping duty lower than 
the dumping margin would be sufficient to remove injury to the domestic 
industry. 

xv) ******* represents information furnished by an interested party on 
confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the Rules on 
merits. 

xvi) Investigation was carried out for the period starting from 1* October 2004 
to 30 th September 2005 (12 month! and has been referred to as the period 
of investigation (POI). The examination of trends in the context of injury 
analysis covered the periods 2002-03,2003-04, 2004-05 and POI. 

xvii) Wherever an interested party has refused access to, or has otherwise not 
provided necessary information during the course of the present 
investigations, or has significantly impeded the investigation, the Authority 
has recorded findings on the basis of the facts available. 

xviii) Information provided by interested parties on confidential basis was 
examined with regard to sufficiency of the confidentiality claim. On being 
satisfied, the Authority has granted donfidentiality, wherever warranted and 
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such information has been considered confidential and not disclosed to 
other interested parties. Wherever possible, parties providing information 
on confidential basis were directed to provide sufficient non confidential 
version of the information filed on confidential basis. 

C. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE : 

C.1 VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

5 Domestic industry has made following submissions:- 

(i) The present petition is filed requesting the Hon’ble Designated Authority to 
initiate a sunset review with regard to the anti dumping duty in force on the 
imports of White cement (in finished and semi finished condition) from 
United Arab Emirates (hereinafter referred as UAE) and Iran. 

(ii) The petitioner is filing this petition for the review, enharcement and 
continuance of anti dumping duty in force against dumping of White 
Cement in the Indian market by the producers and/or exporters of United 
Arab Emirates (UAE) and Iran. 

(iii) Being a review investigation, product under consideration ir the present 
petition is the same as has been in the original investigation. 

(iv) The product under consideration in the present petition is White Portland 
Cement, which is generally referred to as White Cement in this petition and 
market parlance. The complete description of the product including 
nomenclature, formula, description, grades, assay, uses, packing, 
transport, classification, handling and storage precautions etc. in respect of 
the product under consideration being imported from the subect countries 
is already examined by the Designated Authority in the original 
investigations and the relevant information is on record of the Designated 
Authority. 

(v) White Cement is construction material and it is primarily used for non- 
structural purposes. It is used for architectural purposes, flooring, 
manufacturing of flooring tiles, cement based exterior paints and cement 
wash (white wash). White Cement has low content of soluble alkalies and 
does not cause stain. 

(vi) Exporter form M/s. RAK is exporting substantial volumes of Clinker in 
addition to White Cement in Indian market. Clinker is nothing out raw white 
cement. The only additional production process required to obtain white 
cement from clinker is incremental and grinding and mixing of gypsum. 

(vii) Clinker has no use other than further processing into white cement. Imports 
of clinkers are nothing but imports of raw or unfinished or semi-finished 
white cement. In view of the above, petitioner submitted that clinker should 
be included within the scope of the product under consideration. 

(viii) Producers from subject countries in general and Iran in ^articular are 
exporting not only white cement, but also semi finished white cement 
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(clinker) to a number of countries. Following information has been provided 
to the Authority. 

(ix) Exports from Iran Volume in MT 


White Cement 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

Urmia White 

. 0 

15462 

18822 

Shomal White 

4932 

1884 

492 

Saveh White 

55809 

80513 

64359 

Neyriz White 

37682 

29293 

11844 

Total 

98423 

127152 

95517 


Clinker 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

Urmia White 

0 

7148 

9255 

Shomal 

0 

Q 

0 

Saveh White 

70855 

43064 

102935 

Nevriz White 

53333 

54020 

39102 

Total 

124188 

104232“ 

151292 


Clinker and Cement-total 

Urmia White 

0 

22610 

28077 

Shomal 

4932 

1884 

492 

Saveh White 

126664 ! “1 

123577 

167294 

Nevriz White 

91015 

83313 

50946 

Total 

222611 

231384 

246809 


(x) The Iranian producers are exporting white cement and dinker i.e. semi 
finished white cement regularly to several countries. In fact exports of 
clinker are higher than white cement. 

(xi) A number of arguments were advanced- by the petitioner requesting that 
the product scope needs to be reconsidered and re-clarified/modified in this 
case and clinker need be included in the scope of the product under 
consideration. 

(xii) Though White Cement has been categorized under dedicated customs 
sub-heading, it is possible that imports have been reported under other 
custom heads. 

(xiii) 'Petitioner submits that these producers would resort to dumping, should 
\the present Anti Dumping Duties be revoked. The petitioner is aware, 
based on their market information, that producers/ exporters in subject 
country have been exporting significant volumes of the product under 
consideration to a number of other countries at dumped price as is evident 
from the table below. 


S 

N 

In case of Iran 

Price 

US$/MT 

In case of UAE 

Price 

US$/MT 


Uzbekisthan 

75.62 

Bangladesh (Evidence 1) 

80.00 


UAE 

77.22 

Bangladesh (Evidence 2) 

66.00 
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Turkmenistan 

76.56 

Tajikisthan 

74.62 

Sri Lanka 

80.00 

South Africa 

80.00 

KSA 

70.39 

Russia 

75.82 

Qatar 

62.93 

Phillipines 

70.00 

Kyrgystan 

75.52 

Kuwait 

75.06 

Kazakhstan 

75.28 

Iraq 

74.95 

Georgia 

75.75 

Denmark 

76.41 

Agerrbazan 

76.53 

Armenia 


Afganistan 

75.18 


Hong Kong 


Germany 


Eritrea 


Tanzania 


Oman 


Iraq 


Netherlands 


Pakistan 


99.40 


89.38 


103.99 


101.75 


85.70 


70.16 


90.31 


97.07 


(xiv) The goods produced by the domestic industry are like article within the 
meaning of anti dumping Rules. 


C.2 VIEWS OF THE IMPORTERS, CONSUMERS, EXPORTERS AND OTHER 
INTERESTED PARTIES 

6 None of the importers, consumers, exporters and other interested parties 
filed any comment or submissions with regard to product under 
consideration, like articles, scope of the present investigations and scope of 
the domestic industry. 

C.3 EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

7 The product under consideration in the present investigation is White 
Portland Cement commonly known as White Cement (referred to as White 
Cement in the present investigation) originating in or exported from subject 
countries. The product under consideration is the same as considered in 
the original investigation. White Cement is a construction material, used for 
non-structural purposes such as flooring of tiles, cement b ased exteriors, 
paints and cement varnish etc. 

8 White cement falls under Chapter 25 of the Custom Tariff Act under the 
sub-heading 2523.21. Classification of chapter-25 concerning this product 
is given below. 

Chapter/ Subheading | Description _ 

Chapter 25 Salt; sulphur; earth and stone; plastering materials, lime 
and cement __ 
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25.23 

Portland cement, alumnus cement, slag cement, 
supersulphate cement and similar hydraulic cements, 
whether or not coloured or in the form of clinkers. 

2523.10 

Cement Clinkers 

2523.1000 

Cement Clinkers 

2523.21 

White Cement, whether or not artificially Coloured 

2523.2100 

White Cement, whether or not artificially Coloured 


9 The customs classification is indicative only and is not binding on the scope 
of investigation. 

10 With regard to inclusion of cement clinker within the scope of the 
investigation, Authority notes that present investigation is a sunset review 
investigation. Scope of the product under consideration should therefore be 
the same as has been in the original investigation. 

11 In the initiation notification, the scope of the product under consideration 
was specified as follows - 

The product under consideration is White Portland Cement 
commonly known as White Cement. White Cement is construction 
material and it is primarily used for non-structural purposes. It is 
used for architectural purposes, flooring, manufacturing of flooring 
tiles, bement based exterior paints and cement wash (white wash). 
White Cement has low content of soluble alkalies and does not 
cause stain. White Cement is classified in Chapter 25 of the Custom 
Tariff Act (Section V of the Act, which pertains to Mineral Products) 
under the sub-heading 2523.21. The Customs and ITC HS 
classification is, however, indicative only and in no way'binding on 
the scope of the present investigation, 

12 In comments to disclosure statement, the domestic industry has reiterated 

that exports of cement clinker from the subject countries are significant in 
volumes. While reiterating their request for inclusion of cement clinker, the 
domestic industry has reiterated that the price at which cement clinker has 
been exported should also be used as the basis for determination of 
likelihood of recurrence of dumping of white cement from %ie subject 
countries. Having regard to the evidence of record and initiation notification, 
the Authority considers it appropriate to restrict the scope of the product 
under consideration to the same as was kept before. The Authority 
therefore defines the product under consideration as White Portland 
Cement - 

13 In order to determine whether goods produced by the domestic industry 
can be considered like article to the goods produced and/or exported from 
the subject countries, Designated Authority notes that the issue has been 
examined by the Designated Authority in earlier investigation, and no 
submissions received by the Designated Authority, opposing previous 
determination of the Authority; Authority confirms that th° material 
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produced by the domestic industry is like article to the goods imported or 
produced in subject countries within the meaning of the Rules. 

D. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

D.1 VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

14 Domestic industry made following submissions regardirg domestic 
industry. 

(i) The present petition was filed by J. K. White Cement Works (wiich is a unit 
of J. K. Cement Limited) and supported by Grasim Industries Limited - 
White Cement Division. There are three companies in India who created 
capacity for production of white cement. 

* 

(ii) Production of petitioner constitutes a major proportion in India i Production 
and therefore petitioner should be treated as “domestic industiy” within the 
meaning of the Rules. In any case, post initiation, Grasim Industries filed 
complete relevant information. Production of these two companies 
command more than 95 % of Indian Production. The twc companies 
therefore should now be treated as domestic industry. 

D.2 VIEWS OF THE EXPORTER. IMPORTERS. CONSUMERS AND OTHER 
INTERESTED PARTIES 

15 None of the other interested parties filed any submissions in this regard. 

D.3 EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

16 As per Rule 2(b) of the AD Rules, “domestic industry means he domestic 
producers as a whole engaged in manufacture of like article and any 
activity connected therewith or those whose collective outpu: of the said 
article constitutes a major proportion of the total domestic production of that 
article except when such producers are related to the exporters or 
importers of the alleged dumped article or are themselves impc rters thereof 
in which case such producers may be deemed not to form par of domestic 
industry.” 

17 Production of Indian industry in period of investigation is as unc er: 

Producer _,_ Production in MT 

Grasim Industries Limited _ 33917 1_ 

J K White Cement Works _ 223714 _ 

The Travancore Cements Limited _ 2121€ _ 

Total Indian Production 584104 _ 

18 Production of the petitioner company constituted a major proportion in the 
Indian production. Further, the petition was supported by Vl/s. Grasim 
Industries Ltd. and the Travancore Cements Limited. Therefore, the petition 
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is considered to have been made by the domestic industry within the 
meaning of Anti Dumping Rules. 

19 Upon initiation, the Authority directed other Indian Producers, M/s. Grasim 
Industries Limited and the Travancore Cements Limited to provide relevant 
information. M/s. Grasim Industries Limited and the Travancore Cements 
Limited provided information with regard to determination of injury and 
offered itself for verification. The information provided by the companies 
has been verified to the extent considered necessary. 

20 Based on the Information available on records of the Designated Authority, 
petitioners and supporters account for 100% Indian production and 
constitute domestic industry within the meaning of the Rules. 

E. OTHER ISSUES 

E.1 VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

21 The Domestic industry has submitted as under- 

(i) The petition was complete in all respect and adequate and accurate 
evidence was provided to .the Authority prior to initiation, which formed the 
basis for initiation of sunset review investigation. 

(ii) M/s. Ras Al Khaimah participated in the earlier investigation and had given 
a price undertaking, which has been violated by the company on a number 
of accounts. Therefore, the Authority should now revoke the undertaking 
and impose definitive anti dumping duties instead. 

(iii) No response from foreign producers confirms the claims of the domestic 
industry. These parties have not responded only because the data would 
have otherwise shown that the product is likely to be dumped in significant 
volumes in the event of revocation of anti dumping duties. 

* (iv) 1 The representative of exporter from UAE attended the hearing without 
providing any information. Nor any submissions have been filed thereafter. 
Exporter should not be allowed to make any argument and submissions in 
the present investigation, considering that there is no timely submission by 
the exporter. 

(v) Domestic industry submits that export volume reported by the exporting 
country is significantly higher than the import volume reported by the 
Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence and Statistics. 

(vi) Domestic industry provided evidence to the Designated Authority showing 
imports of White Cement from UAE, which has not been reported in 
DGCI&S data. 
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(vii) The UAE producer continued to export subject goods to India at dumped 
price throughout the period,, which went unnoticed due to the fnct that the 
same are not getting reported in DGCf&S. ] 

. (viii) M/s. The Travancore Cements Limited has supported the petition and 
claimed that the anti dumping duty on white cement should be continued. 
They are the oldest producer of white cement in India. The company is a 
Kerala Government undertaking and has been a profitable company for the 
several years till 2000 before dumping from the subject countries. The 
company is using old wet process, If Imports of white cument are 
permitted, the company will not be able to sell its material and the company 
will not be able to achieve even present volumes. 

E.2 VIEWS OF THE EXPORTER, IMPORTERS, CONSUMERS AND OTHER 
INTERESTED PARTIES 

22 Exporters, importers, consumers and other interested parties su emitted as 
under: 

(i) Super Aquacem India Pvt. Limited filed its questionnaire response. No 
other submissions/arguments were made by the company. 

(ii) Indian Small Scale Paint Association submitted that the sssociation 
represents the majority of paint manufacturers in India and the membership, 
is well over 1600. White cement is an integral part of some coatngs made 
by its members. Continuation of anti dumping duty on white cement is 
harmful to the interest of small scale manufacturers. By retention of anti 
dumping duty government will only protect the interests of large scale 
manufacturers while hurting the interest of small scale paint units. 
Extension of anti dumping duty will only protect local manufacturers. In 
case there are any aggrieved local manufacturers of white cemert who feel 
that such anti dumping duty is required to be continued, the association 
requests the Authority to refer the matter to BICP to examine their 
manufacturing costs vs. their MRP. 

(iii) Anugraha Tiles & Marbles, Bangalore requested for a copy of the 
questionnaire, which was sent. The company however, did ne t file any 
Information/ submissions. 

(iv) Advocate for RAK filed a letter and claimed that imports volume rom UAE 
constitute less than 1% compared to sales of the domestic incustry and 
domestic industry is also exporting white cement at a price less lhan US $ 
100 per MT. 

(v) Mr. H Bandur - Bangalore has filed a letter and made claims regarding 
landed price of imports.. The company also claimed that domestic 
producers are misleading the Authority. However, same was not supported 
with any evidence 
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E. 3 EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY: 

23 Designated Authority notes submissions made by various interested 
parties. As regard the submissions made by Indian Small Scale Paint 
Association, the Authority notes that none of the members of this 
association responded to the Authority with relevant Information, nor the 
association established how imposition or continuation of anti dumping 
duties is acting against their interests. The Authority also notes the present 
investigations are based on verified cost structures of Indian Producers. It 
would therefore be unnecessary to get cost structures verified through 
BiCP. The argument that imports volume from UAE constitute less than 1 % 
compared to sales of the domestic industry and domestic industry is also 
exporting white cement at a price less than US $ 100 per MT. is not 
relevant as the investigation is to examine whether the expiry of the duty 
would lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and/or injury. 
Regarding violation, if any, of price undertaking given earlier by RAK the 
Authority notes that Indian producers have already filed a separate petition 
which shall be decided as per Rules. 

Neither the domestic industry has argued continued injury, nor the 
Designated Authority has found that the domestic industry has suffered 
continued injury. As noted in these findings, the evidence on record 
establishes that revocation of the present anti dumping duties would lead to 
significant price difference between the domestic and imported product and 
is likely to lead to recurrence of injury to the domestic industry. The 
Authority also notes that none of the producers in the subject countries 
have cooperated with the Authority. While evidence on record suggests 
that rgveeStiori of anti dumping duty would lead to recurrence of dumping 
and injury, these foreign producers or the importers or consumers in India 
have not been able to establish that no injury would be caused to the Indian 
Producers as a result of revocation of anti dumping duties. 

CALCULATION OF DUMPING AND DUMPING MARGIN 

F. DUMPING MARGIN 

F.l. VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

24 Domestic industry submitted as under: 

(i) The product continues to be exported at dumped prices. Even though the 
volumes have declined, yet, whatever exports have been made, the same 
are at significantly dumped prices. 

(ii) The evidence collected on the basis of the customs data of the exporting 
country UAE show that the actual volume of imports is higher than what is 
reflected in the Indian official statistics, as shown in the table below - 
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Particulars 


Period —> 


Volume 


Price US $ MT 


Ex-factory Export Price 


Normal Value 


Dumping Margin 


Dumping Margin % 


As per 

As per Actual 

DGCI&S 

Evidence 

POI 

Within POI 

0 

280 

0 

100 

0 

73.50 

0 

108.86 

0 

35.36 

0 

48.11 



C 


2004 


2606 


67 


56.02 


108.86 


52.84 


94.31 


ry Data 


2005 


4014 


90 


63.29 


108.86 


45.57 


71.99 


Considering the estimates of normal value and the above exp 
would be seen that the dumping margin is quite significant. Giv 
current exports are at dumped prices, it is evident that dumpin 
best intensify with revocation of anti dumping duties. 

While considering the export price from UAE, it should be noted 
the price at which exporter has exported the material u 
undertaking agreement. Therefore, this price would not establisl 
to which these producers can dump the product. Should the prii 
exports are being made to third countries be examined, it wot 
that the extent of dumping is quite significant. Exports made I 
UAE producer to Bangladesh, Indonesia, Hongkong, Germa 
China, Belgium, Eritrea, USA, Tanzania, Sri Lanka, South Afr 
Iraq, Netherlands, Pakistan as shown below reflects the extent t 
exporter would resort to dumping. There is significant export 
product from UAE and Iran to world countries at prices signific 
associated normal value. 


SNj Count 

_ Iran _ 

1 Uzbekisthan 


UAE 


Turkmenistan 


Tajikisthan 


Sri Lanka 


6 South Africa 


KSA 


Russia 


Qatar 


Phillipines 


Kvrqystan 


Kuwait 


13 Kazakhstan 


Volume 

Mt 

34 


10,898 


282 


628 


28 


26 


43,686 


1 



Price 

Ex-fact. 

US$/MT 

Price 

75.62 

49.99 

77.22 

51.58 

76.56 

50.93 

74.62 

49.00 

80.00 

54.35 

80.00 

54.35 

70.39! 

44.79 

75.82 

50.19 

62.93 

37.37 

70.00 

44.40 

75.52 

49.89 

75.06 

49.43 

75.28 

49.65 

74.95 

49.33 

75.75 

50.12 

76.41 

50.78 

76.53 

50.90 


Dumpii 

Margi 

58.8> 

57.2 


ab^uufti] 


Dumpin 


67.12 


63.13 


64.75 


69.71 


56.64 


.62 


66.61 


107.30 


82.81 


68.56 


67.99 


68.84 


66.78 


65.12 


64.82 
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18 

Armenia 

1,041 > 

76.13 

50.50 

58.36 

65.82 

19 

Afganistan 

3.973 

75.18 

49.55 

59.31 

68.25 


SN 

Country 

Volume 

Price 

Ex-fact. 

Dumping 

Dumping 


UAE 

Kg 

USS/MT 

Price 

Margin 

Margin % 

1 

Hongkong 

3,923 

99.40 

88.80 

20.06 

22.59 

2 

Germany 

635 

89.38 

78 83 

30.03 

38.09 

3 

Ethopia 

26 

20.95 

10.74 

98.12 

913.41 

4 

Eritrea 

862 

103.99 

93.37 

15.49 

16.59 

5 

USA 

4,140 

106.44 

95.81 

13.06 

13.63 

6 

Tanzania 

142 

101.75 

91.14 

17.72 

19.44 

7 

Sri Lanka 

336 

114.76 

104.08 

4.78 

4.59 

8 

South Africa 

1,539 

113.91 

103.24 

5.62 

5.44 

9 

Oman 

352 

85.70 

75.17 

33.69 

44.82 

10 

Iraq 

1,921 

70.16 

59.70 

49.16 

82.33 

11 

Netherlands 

285 

90.31 

79.76 

29.10 

36.49 

12 

Pakistan 

2,598 

97.07 

86.48 

22 38 

25.87 


(v) Imposition of the anti dumping duty has acted as a deterrent. Dumping 
would at best intensify with the revocation of the anti dumping duties. 

(vi) There is sufficient reason to believe that the exporter from UAE would shift 
back their exports to India at dumped prices should the present duties be 
revoked, considering the price prevailing in the Indian market, price at 
which goods have been exported to various countries and available 
capacities with the foreign producers. Comparison of current export prices 
with the prices prevailing in India would show that the prices in the Indian 
market are too lucrative to the foreign producers. 

(vii) Demand of White Cement in exporting countries are significantly lower than 
(1) capacity created and (2) present production levels. 

(viii) Even if it is assumed that there was no dumping of the subject goods in the 
period of review investigation, the same only establishes that the present 
measures have been able to prevent dumping and this at best establishes 
that there is a need for continuation of the present measures. 

(ix) The following data shows that dumping is likely to intensify from UAE in the 
event of revocation of aniti dumping duties. 


Particulars 

Unit 

Volume 

Source 

Capacity 

MT 

450000 

Global White Cement Report 

Production 

MT 

380000 

Khaleej Times 2005 - 08.05.05 

Demand 

MT 

120000 

Global White Cement Report 

Excess Production 

MT 

260000 

Calculation 

Capacity Utilization 

% 

84.44 

Calculation 
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Unutilized Capacity % 15.56 Calculation 

Unutilized Capacity MT 70000 Calculation 

Excess Capacity _ MT 330000 Calculation — 

Future Expansion _ MT 150000 Industry's Market Sources 

Potential excess capacity MT 220000 Calculation 

Present exports _ MT 140000 Calculation _ 

Potential excess capacity MT 480000 Calculation 

Excess present capacity % 175% Calculation 

as % of demand __ 

Excess future capacity as % 400% Calculation 

% of demand 


(x) With regard to Iran, the domestic industry provided following information 
and claimed existence of surplus capacities in Iran. 


2005-06 

Capacity 

Production 

Capacity 

Utilization 

Urmia White 

163,807 

166346 

101.55 

Benvid White 

■S3 


79.79 

Shomal White 

89,238 

41665 

46.69 

Saveh White 

327,618 

279753 

85.39 

Niyriz White 


140784 

75.95 

Total 

929,835 

759,251 

81.65% 

Unutilized Capacity 

170,584 


HI 

2004-05 



II 

Urmia White 

163,794 

181271 

110.67 

Benvid White 

163,779 

120427 

73.53 

Shomal White 

89,235 

79544 

89.14 

Saveh White 

327,579 

245422 

74.92 

Niyriz White 

163,809 

127312 

77.72 

Total 

908,196 

753,976 

83.02% 

Unutilized Capacity 

154,220 


HI 


(xi) The producers and exporters are exporting material to other countries as is 
evident from the table below:- 


White Cement 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2( 

. 

302-03 

Urmia White 

0 

15462 


8822 

Shomal White 

4932 

1884 


492 

Saveh White 

55809 

80513 


4359 

Neyriz White. 

37682 

29293 


1844 

Total 

98423 

127152 

c 

v 

6517 
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Clinker 




Urmia White 

0 

7148 

9255 

Shomal 

0 

6 

0 

Saveh White 

70855 

43064 

102935 

Neyriz White 

53333 

54020 

39102 1 

Total 

124188 

104232 

151292 

Clinker and Cement total 

Urmia White 

0 

22610 

28077 

Shomal 

4932 

1884 

492 

Saveh White 

126664 

123577 

167294 

Neyriz White 

91015 

83313 

50946 

Total 

222611 

231384 

246809 


(xii) Domestic industry also referred to the US sunset policy bulletin, which 
states that no imports from a country after imposition of anti dumping itself 
suggests likelihood of recurrence of dumping and consequent injury to the 
domestic industry in case of revocation of anti dumping duty and the 
exporters are required to establish that the product is unlikely to be dumped 
in the event of revocation of anti dumping duties. There is no such claim in 
the present case by Iranian producers. 

(xiii) Regarding export price from UAE to India, domestic industry submitted that 
the same is not reliable for determination of dumping margin because of 
the fact that the export price is not the actual price due to undertaking given 
by the exporter. 

This is further corroborated by the fact that the exporter has exported white 
cement to neighboring country as also other countries at a price a 
significantly below the undertaking price. 

xiv) In comments to disclosure statement, the domestic industry has reiterated 
that exports of cement clinker from the subject countries is significant in 
volumes and the price at which cement clinker has been exported should 
also be used as the basis for determination of likelihood of recurrence of 
dumping of white cement from the subject countries. 

F.2 VIEWS OF THE EXPORTERS 

25 None of exporter from subject countries filed any response with regard to 
the present investigation. 

F.3 EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

26 The Authority noted arguments made by the domestic industry on the 
methodology for determination of dumping and likelihood thereof. The 
Authority notes that this being a sunset review investigation, the Authority is 
required to examine continuation and likelihood of continuation or 
recurrence of dumping in the event of withdrawal of duty. 
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F.4 CONTINUATION OR RECURRENCE OF DUMPING 

27 The Authority sent copies of the questionnaire to ail the kno 
for the purpose of determination of normal value in acd 
Section 9A(1){c). No response has been received from 
producer/exporters from UAE and Iran and importers in India 
and dumping margin. The Designated Authority, therefore, t 
but to proceed on the basis of best information available on r 
Rule 6(8) of AD Rules for non-cooperative exporter which prov 

“In a case where an interested party refuses access to, 
does not provide necessary information within a reaso 
or significantly impedes the investigation, the desigm 
may record its findings on the basis of the facts avaik 
make such recommendations to the Central Govei 
deems fit under such circumstances". 

NORMAL VALUE 

28 Under section 9A (1) (c) normal value in relation to an article nr 

(i) The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade 
article, when meant for consumption in the exportin 
territory as determined in accordance with the rules 
sub-section (6), or 

(ii) when there are no sales of the like article in the ordin! 
trade in the domestic market of the exporting country ( 
when because of the particular market situation or low > 
sales in the domestic market of the exporting countr 
such sales do not permit a proper comparison, the 
shall be either 

(a) comparable representative price of the like 
exported from the exporting country or ter 
appropriate third country as determined .in acc 
the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(b) the cost of production of the said article in th 
origin along with reasonable addition for a 
selling and general costs, and for profits, as c 
accordance with the rules made under sub-sectic 

29 Designated Authority notes that none of the producer and e) 
subject countries has cooperated in the present investigatii 
from RAK requested for extension of time also for filing of the r 
Information. However, no Information has been fil< 
exporter/producer. Under such circumstances, Designated / 
not determine normal value in accordance to Section 9A (1) 
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requires sufficient information with regard to price of the product in the 
domestic market in the ordinary course of trade. In view of the same, 
Authority examined possibility of determination of normal value based on 
other methodologies given in the Rules. 

30 Authority turther notes that because of non-cooperation from the exporter/ 
producer, sufficient information with regard to exports to third country is not 
available in order to determine export price to appropriate third country in 
the ordinary course of trade. Examination of the information received with 
regard to exports to third countries from other sources shows that these 
exports are below the assessed cost of production and thus are at dumped 
prices Under the circumstances, Authority can not determine normal value 
based on third country exports. The Authority has therefore no option but to 
determine normal value in subject countries as per cost of production 
including SGA and Profit. 

UAi 

31 Authority notes that none of the exporters or producers from UAE 
responded in the present investigations. A representative of Producer in 
UAE M/s. RAK attended the oral hearing. Authority advised the 
representative to provide Information relevant to the present investigations. 
No information has, however, been filed by the exporter, 

32 Authority had written letter to Indian Embassy in UAE requesting them to 
provide Information about price of white cement in UAE. Indian Embassy 
informed that the whole sale price of product ranges from Dh$ 21 -25 per 
bag of 50 Kg. Considering exchange rates for the period of investigation, 
this comes to US $ 114-136 per MT. Authority notes that the Embassy 
just informed the price prevailing in market in 2006 at the time of enquiry. 
No further information is available with regard to various terms & conditions 
of trade. Further, Authority is required to apply ordinary course of trade test 
before determining normal value as per price in the domestic market of the 
exporting country. As none of the exporter/producer cooperated, it is not 
possible to apply ordinary course of trade test and Authority therefore, has 
not proceeded on the basis of data/ information furnished by the Indian 
Embassy. 

33 Under the circumstances, the Authority has proceeded on the basis of best 
information available/facts available with regard tp normal value in the 
exporting country. The normal value has been determined on the basis of 
estimates of cost of production. 

IRAN 

34 Authority received Information of domestic price in Iran from the Indian 
Embassy in Iran. Authority notes that the same is based on a quotation 
obtained during 2006. Authority notes that mere price quotation is not 
sufficient for determination of normal value as the normal value means the 
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price of like article in the domestic market of exporting coi 
“ordinary course of trade”. In the absence of cooperatior 
producer, Authority is not in a position to apply ordinary cou 
test. Therefore, the Information received from the Indian Emb 
regard can not be used. Under the circumstances, the Ai 
proceeded on the basis of best information available/facts av 
regard to normal value in the exporting country .The normal vali 
determined on the basis of estimates of cost of production 

EXPORT PRICE : 

35 Under section 9A (1) (b) export price means: 

“export price”, in relation to an article, means the price < 
exported from the exporting country or territory and in *c 
there is not export price or where the export price i 
because of association or a compensatory arrangement 
exporter and the importer or a third party, the export p 
constructed on the basis of the price at which the impc 
are first resold to an independent buyer or if the article 
to an independent buyer, or not resold in the condition ; 
on such reasonable basis as may be determined in accc 
the rules made under sub-section (6); 

36 The Authority sent questionnaires to all known exporters/prodi 
purpose of determination of export price. None of the exporte 
from subject countries filed any information. 

37 The Authority notes that the sole exporter from UAE had g 
undertaking, under which the exporter could not have exported 
to India below the price which was earlier considered undu 
Therefore, the price at which the exports were made in this pe 
be representative of the price at which the exports might be 
absence of price undertaking. Nevertheless, the Authority 
dumping margin in respect of exports made from UAE consider 
at which exports were made in order to determine dumpin 
respect such exports made at the undertaking price. 

38 In case of Iran, the Authority notes that there are no known in 
product concerned from Iran during the POI. Therefore, dumpii 
respect of POI experts can not be determined taking into accou 


39 Upon initiation of investigations, the Authority advised Indian 
the exporting countries to collect relevant information. The 
provided was examined, which showed as under. 

a) In case of Iran, following information was provided 
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(i) Exports of white cement from Iran to various countries for the years 
2000-01, 2001-2002, and 2003-04 {as per Iranian financial year) in 
respect of white cement. Information has been provided for 2004-05 
in respect of cement clinker, grey cement, aluminous cement and 
other hydrolic cement. Indian Producers have also provided 
information about exports of white cement for the years 2003-04, 
2004-05, 2005-06 and 2006-07 upto July (as per Iranian finance 
year). 

Information provided by the Indian Embassy and the domestic industry was 
examined further and it was found that substantial exports of the product 
under consideration are being made to a number of countries at a price 
which is below the normal vaiue established. 

(ii) Based on the above, Authority notes that the producers from Iran 
are dumping subject goods in a number of countries and the 
dumping margins in respect of these exports is significant 

(iii) Quotations were given by white cement producer in Iran to Indian 
Embassy which is not of PQI. However, the Authority notes that 
since it is an offer for sales and because the prices indica|$d in this 
offer differ from the average prices for various countries as per 
summary customs data showed significant variations, the 
information could not be used in order to determine likelihood of 
recurrence of dumping. 

| t * 

S • 

(iv) Cement basic price for export ratified by the Permanent Pricing 
Committee of Trade Promotion Organization of Iran showed some 
prices at which exports could be made. Even though this price is not 
for the POI, it is found that the export price mentioned in this 
document is lower than the estimates' of normal value. Thus, the 
prices mentioned in this document also showed likelihood of 
recurrence of dumping from Iran in case of revocation of anti 
dumping duties. 

b) In case of UAE, following information was provided 

(i) A producer in UAE provided information confirming the followings 

Capacity - 450,000 MT 
Production during 2005 - 311686 MT 
Domestic consumption in 2005 - 98030 
Exports in 2005 ~ 204048 MT 

According to the information on record, the company concerned is 
the sole producer of white cement in UAE. It was therefore 
concluded that the above information represented the relevant 
information for UAE. Further, even though the information is not 
strictly for the investigation period, the Authority has used the 
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information for the purpose of assessment of likelihood of • 
continuation or recurrence of dumping from UAE. 

(ii) Authority received trade data regarding exports from UAE for 2004 
to various countries, which states as under - 



40 The Authority compared this information with (a) export volumes from UAE 
to World over, (b) the price at which UAE producer has expor ed to other 
countries and India on the basis of actual evidence available on record and 
concluded that the above information is not quite useful for the purpose of 
assessment of likelihood of continuation or recurrence of dunping from 
UAE, even though this Information received from Indian Embassy confirms 
that exports from UAE in other world markets are also at dumping prices. 
The Information provided covers just 10% of volumes exported f'om UAE. 

41 Petitioner also provided evidence in terms of exports from th <5 exporting 
countries as per Information compiled by the respective Govt, authorities. 
Petitioner has also provided .some bill of entries for home consumption 
showing imports of the product under consideration. Information provided 
by the petitioner showed as under - 


(Basis 

Volume 

Value 

Price 

“ 

3 eriod 

> DGCfS 

0 

0 

0 


POI 

> Actual bill of entry 

280 

1282445 

4580 

1 

)ec-04 

> Exporting country data 






• 2004 calendar year 

• 2005 calendar year 

2606 

4014 

7867941 

15898284 

3019 

3961 

- 

2004 

2005 


42 The Authority examined above Information also and found that these prices 
are also below normal value. Though, the bill of entry *eflect the 
undertaking price at which exports have been made, yet, it is found that 
these exports were also at dumped price. 
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43 The Designated Authority advised Customs Port Authorities also to provide 
relevant information. Information received from one of the customs port 
showed imports of 280 MT white cement @ CIF Rs. 4580 pmt. 

44 Considering the.evidence provided by the Indian Missions, the foreign 
producers, customs port authorities and the Indian Producers, the Authority 
considers the following for determination with regard to dumping margin in 
the current investigation and likelihood of continuation or recurrence of 
dumping from UAE and Iran. 

a) Since there have been imports of the product from UAE, the 
dumping margin during the investigation period should have been 
determined on the basis of these imports. The Authority notes that 
even though the actual volume of imports claimed by the domestic 
industry is significantly higher than the imports evidence available on 
record, there is no material difference with regard to the export price. 
The Authority however, examined, the jexport price considering the 
bill of entry on record, as certified by the customs port authorities, 
which shows positive dumping margin in case of UAE. Authority 
notes that the goods have been exported at the price at which the 
exporter had earlier given price undertaking. The Designated 
Authority had earlier determined that the said price was one at which 
the exports would not be at dumped prices. Therefore, the Authority 
considers that the price at which goods have been exported during 
the current investigation period may not be representative for the 
determination of dumping margin. 

b) There are no imports reported in case of Iran and therefore dumping 
margin on the basis of actual exports can not be determined for Iran. 


c) With regard to likelihood of recurrence of dumping, in case of UAE, 
the Authority relies upon the evidence available on record with 
regard to the price at which goods have been exported from UAE to 
Bangaldesh and a number of other countries. In case of Iran, the 
Authority considered (i) the price at which goods have been exported 
from Iran to a number of other countries as per customs data, (ii) 
basic price for export ratified by the Permanent Pricing Committee of 
Trade Promotion Organization of Iran. 


d) Considering the foregoing, the Authority has determined dumping 
margin as under- 



Normal 

value 

Export 

price 

Dumping 

margin 

Dumping 
margin % 

In case of UAE 

U$ 

u$ 

U$ 


In the original investigation 

93.54 

61,54 

3Z00 

52.00 
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(1) Considering actual 
shipments at undertaking price 

118.10 

88.00 

30.10 

34.20 

(i!) Considering exports to third countries 




bis; of entry dared novemoerOS) 

; 118.10 

L 

48.00 

70.10 

146.04 

b) BacoiAdosh (on the basis of 
bill of entry dated Feb 2004) 

I 118.10 

68.GO 

50.10 

73.68 

c) Indonesia ( On the basis of 
Customs Data of Indonesia - 
weigh .A average price basis) 

! 11810 

' 

68.88 

1-9.22 

71.46 

Considering exports to India 





d) Considering Indian Embassy 
data for exports to India for 

200 4 

118.10 

67.07 

51.03 

76.08 

e) Considering data for exports 
its India for 2005 as made 
available by Domestic Industry 

118.10 

89.64 

28.46 

31.75 

In case of Iran 





in the original investigation 

86.43 

.. . 

40.20 

46.23 

115.00 

(1) Considering weighted 
a v cage exports to other 
co^nries in 2005 as made 
available oy Domestic industry 

118.10 

60.48 

57.62 

95.27 

(1!) Considering weighted 
average exports to other 
countries in 2003-04 as 
provided by Indian Embassy 

118.10 

55.04 

j 

63.06 

114.57 

(Ml) Considering price notified 
by Permanent Pricing 

Committee of Iran as provided 
by inniarp t.mbassy 

118.10 

64.00 i 54.10 

. | 

84.53 

1 he Authority concludes that in case of UAE, the dumping 
determined on the basis of actual shipments is not useful for the 
tm: the export price represents the undertaking price. Dumping m 
ti - oasis of exports to third countries ranged between 71-146%. Ir 
iron, the dumping margins determined on the basis of exports 
countes ranged between 85-115%. While these determinations e 
that dumping is likely to recur in the event of revocation of anti 
duties, the Authority considers that it may not be appropriate to us 
quantum of dumping margins for the purpose of determination of 
of anti dumping curies Since the dumping margin determined at the 
original investigation war: based on actual shipments to India, the 
investigations are m the nature of sunset review investigations an 
shipments have been made at undertaking price or there were no 
to Inma during relevant period, the Authority consider Tat it is app 

margin 
reason 
3rgin on 
case of 
to third 
establish 
jumping 
;e these 
[uantum 
; time of 
present 
d actual 
exports 
ropriate 
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to consider the dumping margin determined at the time of original 
investigations i.e. U$32.00(52.00%) in .the case of UAE and US46.23 
(115.00%) in the case of Iran for the purpose of fixation of quantum of anti 
dumping duties in the present investigation. 

As regards likelihood x of dumping considering the price at which cement 
clinker has been exported to India, the Authority notes that cement clinker 
has not been included within the scope of the product under consideration. 
Since the product itself is not included within the scope of the product 
under consideration, it is not appropriate to use import price of cement 
clinker to determine likelihood of recurrence of dumping. 

F.5 LIKELIHOOD OF CONTINUATION OR RECURRENCE OF DUMPING 

45 In order to determine whether the continued imposition of the duty is 
necessary to offset dumping, the Authority considered the following 
parameters: - 

a) Dumping margin determined in the original investigations. 

b) Dumping margin determined in the present investigations - wherever 
exports to India existed during the investigation period, the same were 
considered and dumping margin determined. 

c) The Authority determined the likelihood of dumping considering the 
price at which goods have been exported to other countries. 

d) Freely disposable present and potential capacities, considering known 
expansions undertaken by the foreign producers, prices prevailing in 
India, actual and potential volume of exports, export price from these 
countries to other countries. 

46 On examination of these factors it is noted that 

(a) None of the producer/exporter has responded in the present 
investigations, it has not been demonstrated that withdrawal of anti 
dumping duty would not lead to likelihood of dumping and injury to 
the domestic industry and continued imposition of the duty was 
unnecessary to offset dumping. The Authority has proceeded on the 
basis of best information availabie/facts available. 

(b) Considering the price undertaking undertaken by the exporter, M/s. 
RAK from UAE, should the price undertaking expire, exports from 
UAE would be made at dumped prices. Therefore, the exports are 
likely to be at dumped prices from UAE if the anti dumping duty in 
force expires, 

* *, % ^. * ■ 

(c) The producer in UAE has significant freely disposable capacities. 
Not only that the producer has significant unutilized capacities, but 
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also that the producer is having significant exports to various 
countries. The Authority considers that destination of these exports 
would depend on the price that a producer can fetch. 

(d; The statistics compiled in respect of exports through Dubai port 
showed exports of only 23625 MT, whereas M/s. RAH has itself 
admitting that the company is exporting 204048 MT. No oformation 
was provided by RAK with regard to the price at which 204048 MT 
has been exported. Nor any information appears to iave been 
published in this regard. However, the information provided by RAK 
clearly showed existence of significant freely disposable capacities. 

e) The pioducfir In UAE has exported the subject goods to other 

countries at significantly varying prices. Exports made to t 

Bangladesh on in a matter of less than two year diflered by a 
significant amount of US $ 20 pmt (which is quite significant given 
the insignificant changes in the associated cost of production). The 
exporter thus appears to be willing to sell the material at prices that 
differ significantly. 

f) The prices at which goods have been exported to Bangladesh are at 
significantly dumped prices. 

g) The UAE producer has exported to India at prices close to 
undertaking prices. Therefore, it is evident that the prices of the 
exporter could reduce significantly once the present duties are 
revoked (cessation of present duties shall imply removal of price 
undertaking also). 

h) Dumping margins in respect of UAE exports to various ccuntries are 
at significant variations, thus establishing likelihood of intensified 
dumping in case of revocation of anti dumping duties. 

i) The Iranian producers appear to be exporting the product at basic 
price for export fixed or ratified by the Permanent Pricing Committee. 

The prices so fixed are significantly lower than estimates of normal 
value. Should it be considered that exports to India woul j be made 
at these prices, it is evident that the dumping would recur in the 

event of revocation of anti dumping duties. * 

j) The capacity, production, demand and consumption of white cement 
in Iran and LJAE, as claimed by domestic industry and not disputed 
by other interested parties, are as under. 



------ 

Iran 

UAE 

Capacity 

929835 

450000 

Production 

759251 

311686 

Domestic demand 

420000 

98030 
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Exports 

339251 

204048 

Unutilized capacity 

170584 

138314 


k) The Authority observes that there are significant unutilized 
capacities in both the countries. Additionally, both the Opuntries are 
exporting to a number of countries and therefore possibilities of 
diverting third country exports to India are not ruled out 


In addition to exports of white cement, it is noted that there is export 
of clinker from these countries. Even though it would neither be 
appropriate to extend the scope of the product under consideration 
to include clinker nor would it be appropriate to consider imports of 
clinker as the imports of the product under consideration, it is 
evident that the exporters would prefer to export white cement as 
opposed to clinker. Thus, volume of exports and the price at which 
exports are being made are also relevant to determination of 
likelihood of dumping in the event of revocation of anti dumping 
duties.. Considering the price at which clinker^has been exported 
and value addition involved after clinker, the Authority notes that the 
exporters are likely to export white cement instead of clinker, at 
dumping prices, in the event of revocation of anti dumping duties. 


l) Export price from subject countries to a number of countries are 
significantly below not only the normal value but also the prevailing 
selling prices in India and non injurious price determined for the 
domestic industry; 

m) The Authority determined the likelihood of dumping considering the 
price at which goods have been exported to other countries. For the 
purpose, the Authority considered available information with regard 
to the price at which goods were being exported to other countries in 
view of non-cooperation by the subject exporters. 

n) It has not been demonstrated by the exporters that withdrawal of anti 
dumping duty would not lead to likelihood of dumping and injury to 
the domestic industry and continued imposition of the duty was 
unnecessary to offset dumping. 


o) Given significant surplus unutilized capacity with the 
producers/exporters in the subject countries and the significant 
differences in the price, the Authority holds that there is likelihood of 
exports from the subject countries to India in significant volumes at 
dumping prices. Having regard to the evidence concerning capacity, 
production, sales, demand, and prices, the Authority concludes that 
revocation of anti dumping duty would lead to renewed or intensified 
dumping and on this account, the continued imposition of the duty is 
necessary to offset dumping. Having regard to the evidence on 
record and submissions made by the interested parties, the 
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Authority holds that revocation of anti dumping duty wojld lead to 
recurrence of dumping from the subject countries. 

G METHODOLOGY FOR INJURY DETE RMINATION AND EXAMINATION 
OF INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

47 The Authority notes that this being a sunset review of antidur 
already in force, continuation of material injury to the domestic ii 
well as likelihood of continuation or recurrence of material injur 
be examined in the context of actual or likely imports of the sut 
from subject countries. 

G.1 CONTINUATION OF INJURY 

48 The Authority notes the arguments of the domestic industry that 
causal link determination is not mandatory in a sunset review in\ 

However, having established positive dumping margin for ti 
goods exported from UAE during the investigation period 
dumping from Iran and UAE, the Authority has also examined tl 
any, suffered by the domestic industry during the same perioc 
has therefore examined whether the domestic industry has suff 
during the period of anti dumping duties were in force. 

G.2 VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

49 The domestic industry has submitted that: 

(i) The Authority is not required to restrict to the requirements of / 
the ADA and Annexure-ll to the Rules in a sunset review case < 
link in review investigations is not required to be examined, WT< 
in the matter of OTCG has been referred to and relied upon. 

(ii) In sunset review investigation, in a situation where the performs 
domestic industry shows improvement, the Authority is required t 
likelihood of recurrence of injury in case the duties are withdrawr 
is held that the domestic industry has not suffered continued mat 
during the period of review, the positive state of the domestic industry 
would be disturbed once anti dumping duty is withdrawn. Fur her, mere 
positive state of the domestic industry is not a sufficient ground to allow the 
duty in force to expire without examining the likelihood of recjrrence of 
injury. The same view has been held by the WTO Appellate Body in the 
matter of US - Sunset Review of Anti Dumping Duties on Cii Country 
Tubular Goods from Argentina. 


Injury to the domestic industry is likely to recur which is estal 
significant positive price undercutting, significant freely disposal ca 
with Foreign Producers in the subject countries, price attractive 
Indian market (higher prices in the Indian market vis-£-vis 6th 
"country market), dumping in third country markets by the prc 
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subject countries. Analysis of the data/information in the present case 
suggests that injury to the domestic industry is likely to recur in the event of 
revocation of anti dumping duties. In other words, both adverse volume 
injury and price injury to the domestic industry are likely in the event of 
revocation of anti dumping duties. Domestic Industry has quantified the 
potential volume injury and potential price injury that is likely in the event of 
expiry of the duty in force. 

(jv) In the instant case, there is no volume effect on performance of the 
domestic industry as there is duty in force and imports are limited. 
However, there is likelihood of increase in imports in case of revocation of 
duty given (1) excess capacity in subject countries, (2) huge Indian market, 
(3) price attractiveness of Indian market, (4) third country dumping. 

(v) Since there exists a price undertaking, the UAE producer was exporting the 
subject good to India at the price agreed in the undertaking earlier given. 
This does not mean that there is no likelihood of potential adverse price 
effect on state of the domestic industry. Since the current exports are made 
at undertaking prides, the current exports have naturally not had adverse 
price effect on the domestic industry. However, should the present duties 
be revoked, it is evident that the price undertaking would also be revoked. 
Should the present price undertaking be revoked along with present duty, it 
is evident that the exports from UAE would have significant adverse price 
effiibt on the domestic industry. 

(vi) Present capacity with the Foreign Producers is already in excess of 
demand in the exporting country. Already capacities are unutilized. Further, 
fresh capacities are being added. Capacity and demand of UAE producer is 
given below. 


Particulars 

Unit 

Volume 

Surplus freely disposal capacity 

MT 

330000 

Future Expansion 

MT 

150000 

Present excess capacity as % of demand 

% 

175% 

Potential excess capacity as % of demand 

% 

400% 


(vii) The domestic industry in the coastal region is enjoying the sales as 
tabulated belpw which It would loose once the duty expires. This is 
because the Foreign Producers are having substantially higher excessive 
unutilized capacity. Thus, domestic industry assessed potential loss of 
sales, considering that the impact of dumping is restricted only to coastal 
region, even though it was argued that dumping was not restricted to 
coastal region. 


Coastal Regions 

Sales in POI 

KERALA 

******* 

TAMILNADU 

******* 

MAHARASHTRA 

******* 
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GUJRAT 

******* 

WEST BENGAL 

******* 

KARNATAKA' 

******* 

ANDHRA PRADESH 

******* 

ORISSA 

******* 

PONDICHERRY 

******* 

Total Sales 



The influx of the exports of the subject countries with respect to the subject 
goods and that too at dumped prices would force or compel the domestic 
industry to reduce the selling price of the subject good n the Indian 
domestic market, as an alternative to loss of sates. The likely prices are 
shown in the table below. The comparison in the table bslow is done 
between net sales realization and landed price of imports. 



1 [Capacity in Subject country__ 


2 Demand in the Subject Countries 


3 Surplus capacity in exporting count 


Production in Subject Comtries_ 


5 Surplus untilised capacity in exporting 
count 


6 [Surplus production_ 


Optimum Capacity Utilization_ 


8 [Surplus Likely production_ 


9 Demand in India -_ 


10 Production of Domestic industry 


11 Sales of Domestic indust 


12 Sales of domestic industry in Coastal Region 


13 Capacity Utilization of Domestic industry 


14 CIF Price if duty is revoked _ 


15 CIF Price if duty is revoked 


16 Landed Price including Basic Put 


17 Present Selling price of domestic industry 


18 [Likely Selling price of domestic indust 


19 ICost of Production of the domestic industry 


20 Profit Loss _ 


21 Likely profit/Loss_ 


22 Present Profit Loss on Domestic Sales 


23 Profit/Loss on total sales would be_ 


24 Present Cash Flow_ 


25 Likely Cash Flow__ 


26 Present ROI _ 


27 Likely ROI 


iM\ 


SI 


Unit | Price E 


is 

d 


1,380, 


540,0 


840,0 


1,140, 


240,000 


600,0 


85 


633,0 


550,0 


562,8 


509,4 


299,6 


72.6 


80 


3,6 


4,18|1 



% 


US $ MT 


Rs./MT 


Rs./MT 


Rs./MT 


Rs./MT 


Rs./MT 


Rs./MT 


Rs./MT 


Rs. Lacs 


Rs. Lacs 


Rs. Lacs 


Rs. Lacs 


% 


% 


Volume Effect 


If price is 
not reduced 


1,380,000 


540,000 


840,000 


1,140,000 


240,000 


600,000 


85 


633,000 


550,000 


263,261 


209,826 


33.97 


80 


3,600 


4,181 
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(ix) Thus, the domestic industry would have to choose between declining sales 
volumes and reduction in prices. Should the domestic industry prefer to 
match the prices, the price declines would be too significant. 

G.3 VIEWS OF THE EXPORTER / IMPORTER /OTHER INTERESTED 

PARTIES. 

50 None of the other interested parties have advanced any 
arguments/submissions in this regard. 

G.4 EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHQMDf 

51 The Authority has taken note of various arguments raised by the domestic 
industry with regard to the material injury to the domestic industry. 

52 The Authority has examined the submissions made by the domestic 
Industry regarding the likelihood of continuation or recurrence of injury to 
the domestic Industry in case of revocation of duty. It is noted that duty was 
originally not imposed on M/s. RAK, UAE on the basis of a price 
undertaking offered by the exporter. The present investigation has been 
initiated in terms of Section 9A(5) of Customs Tariff Act which requires the 
Authority to determine whether the duty is required to be continued for a 
further period of five years and to examine the degree and extent of likely 
dumping and injury and the need fof continuation or revocation of duty 
based on the information provided and arguments raised by various 
interested parties during the course of the investigation, 

53 For the purpose of assessing current injury in the period of investigation, 
the Authority has examined the volume and price effects of dumped 
Imports on the domestic industry. Positive dumping margin has been 
established in case of UAE and likelihood of recurrence of dumping at 
significant levels from each of the subject countries. 

Assessment of d emand and markst share 

; v 

54 For the purpose of determining the demand and market share the Authority 
considered sales of the domestic Industry and imports from various 
sources. Demand of the product in India has been computed as the sum of 
domestic safes of the Indian Producers and known imports from various 
countries. Authority notes that the information provided by the DGCI&S has 
not reflected full volumes of import made. The demand so assessed is 
shown In the following table. 



Unit 



WKSB44 

POI 

Sales of Domestic Industry 

MT 




539.860 

Indexed 

Trend 

100.00 

106.50 

104 is 

107.30 

imports DGCI&S - Excluding 
UAE and Iran 

MT 

2 

70 

0 
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Imports DGCI&S - Iran 

MT 

2 

0 

C 


0 

Imports Other evidence - UAE 

MT 

1,203 

2,671 

29 

a 

wmzm 

Total Imports 

MT 

1207 

2741 

29 

m 

r 3,662 

Demand 

MT 

504327 

^538556 

529 

■m 

543522 

Indexed ~| 

Trend 

Too.oo 

106.79 

104 


107.77 


It is seen that demand of the subject goods has shown a po 
during the injury period. The sale of the domestic industry hi 
during trie injury period. Investigation has revealed 
exporters/producers in UAE and Iran are likely to resume export 
prices, should the present anti dumping duties be revoked at this 


Isitive trend 
improved 
that the 
at dumped 
stage. 


Volume Effect 


56 


With regard to volume of the dumped imports, the Authority is required to 
consider whether there is significant actual or potential increase in dumped 
imports either in absolute terms or relative to production or consumption in 
India. Annexure II (ii) of the anti dumping rules provides as under 

"While examining the volume of dumped imports the said authority 
shall consider whether there has been significant increase in the 
dumped imports either in absolute terms or relative in production or 
consumption in India” 


57 Actual volume of imports during the period have been as under - 



Unit 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 


POI 

Imports volume 







UAE 

MT 

1,203 

2,671 

2958 

i 

V 

1,662 

Indexed 

Trend 

100.00 

221.95 

245.80 

IE 

34.30 

Iran 

MT 

2 

0 

0 


0 

Indexed 

Trend 

100.00 





Other Countries 

MT 

2 

70 

0 


0 

Indexed 

Trend 

100.00 

3500 




Total imports 

MT 

1207 

2741 

2958 

r. 

.662 

Indexed 

Trend 

100.00 

227.01 

244.99 

m 

mm\ 

Market share in imporl 

Is 


UAE 

% 

99.67 

97.45 

r 100.00. 

Ii 

30.00 

Iran 

% 

0.17 

- 

- 



Other Countries 

% 

0.17 

2.55 

0 


0 

Market share in Demand 


UAE 

% 

0.24 

0.50 

0.56 

( 

3.67 

Iran 

% 

0 

0 

0 


0 

Other Countries 

% 

0 

0.01 

0 


0 

[Imports in relation to Indian production 


UAE 

% 

0.22 

0.49 

0.52 

( 

>.63 

Iran 

% 

0.00 

- 

- 


_ 

Other Countries 

% 

0.00 

0.01 

- 


- 
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58 The Authority notes that even though there is some increase in volume of 
imports as compared to base year, the volume of imports is quite tow when 
considered in relation to production or consumption in India. The available 
evidence however suggests that volume of imports is likely to increase in 
the event of revocation of anti dumping duties. 

Price Effect 

* ' r ■ 

59 With regard to the effect of the dumped imports on prices, Annexure II (ii) of 
the Rules lays down as follows, 

"With regard to the effect of the dumped imports on prices as 
referred in sub-rule (2) of rule 18 the Designated Authority shall 
consider whether there has been a significant price undercutting by 
the dumped imports as compared with the price of. like product in 
India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress 
prices to a significant degree or prevent price increase which other 
wise would have occurred to a significant degree.” 

60 In a sunset review investigation, it is required to be examined whether there 
was a significant adverse price effect by the dumped imports as compared 
with the price of the like product in India, or whether there is likelihood of 
significant adverse price effect in case of revocation of anti dumping duty. 

61 . The net sales realization of the domestic industry is determined considering 

selling price, excluding taxes & duties, rebates, discounts and including 
transportation. Entire sales volumes of the domestic industry have been 
considered for this purpose. Landed price of imports has, been determined 
considering weighted average CIF import price, with f % landing charges 
and applicable basic customs duty. The comparison is done between net 
sales realization and landed price of imports for White Gemerit. A 
comparison for subject goods during the period under investigation was 
made between the weighted average landed value of dumped imports and 
the domestic selling price in the domestic market including transportation. 


Rs. Per MT 

UAE’ 

Iran 

Net Sales realization of 
Domestic industry 

• ******* 

******* 

Landed Value 

5,150 

- 

Price Undercutting 

******* 

- 

Price Undercutting (%) 

13-15% 

- 


62 The Authority notes that since the current exports from RAK were made 
under price undertaking and exports there are no exports from other 
exporters, the price at which current exports have been made is not 
sufficient indicator of likely prices in the event of revocation of anti dumping 
duties. It is noted that the likely future prices can be significantly lower, 
given the price at which goods have been exported to other countries. It is 




thus found that the imports are likely to cause significant price unde 
in the event of revocation of anti dumping duties and potenti 
undercutting would be in range from 9 % to 47% 

63 The Authority further determined whether the domestic industry is 
face price underselling in the event of revocation of anti dumping 
For the purpose, the Authority considered actual and potential pric 
UAE and potential prices from Iran and compared the same w 
injurious price. 


Current 


Rs. Per MT 

UAE 

Iran 

Non injurious price for 
Domestic industry 

******* 


Landed Value 

5,150 

- 

Price Underselling 

******* 


Price Underselling (%) 

30-32% 

— 


64 The non- injurious price determined for the domestic industry was co 
with the landed value to arrive at the extent of price underselling. T 
injurious price has been evaluated for the domestic produci 
appropriately considering the cost of production for the produci 
consideration during the POi and providing reasonable profit on the 
employed. The analysis shows that the potential landed price of the 
goods from each of the subject countries are significantly less than tl 
injurious price of the domestic industry Designated Authority hi 
examined potential underselling margins. The potential undd 
margins were9 to 47% in the range of during the POI. 


Economic parameters relating to the domestic indust 


65 Annexure It to the Rules requires that the determination of injui 
involve an objective examination of the consequent impact of these 
on domestic producers of the subject goods. Further Annexure II (iv 
Rules lays down various factors and indices having a bearing on tf 
of the industry, including actual or potential decline in sales, profits, 
market share, productivity, return on investments or utilization of a 
factors affecting domestic prices, the magnitude of the margin of di 
actual and potential negative effects on cash flow inventories, emplc 
wages, growth, ability to raise capital investments. 


Capacity, Production, Sales and capacity utilisation 


^cutting 
al price 


likely to 
duties, 
es from 
ith non 


mpared 
is non- 
ers by 
: under 
capital 
subject 
le non- 
as also 
rselling 


y shall 
m ports 
) of the 
e state 
output, 
opacity; 
imping; 
yment, 


r 


66 Status of the domestic industry with regard to capacity, production, capacity 
utilization and sales volumes over the injury period has been as under:- 


4 
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2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

PCI 

Capacity 

730,000 

730,000 

775,000 

805,000 

Indexed 

100.00 

100.00 

106.16 

110.27 

Production 

537,257 

549,239 

663,814 

584,104 

Indexed 

100.00 

102.23 

104.94 

108.72 

Capacity Utilization 

73.60 

75.24 

72.75 

72.56 

Indexed 

100.00 

102.23 

98.85 

98.59 

Domestic Sales 

501,815 

532,343 

519,403 

530,629 

Indexed 

100.00 

106.08 

103.50 

105.74 


67 It is noted that production and sales of the domestic industry showed a 
positive trend during the injury period, it is however noted that the dumped 
imports are likely to cause significant price undercutting and given 
significant freely disposable capacities with the subject foreign producers, it 
is likely that the domestic industry would either loose sales volumes or 
would be forced to reduce the prices in the eVerrt of revocation of anti 
'dumping duties. Should the domestic industry prefer to maintain Its prices, 
it is evident that the domestic industry would loose sales volumes and 
consequently its production and capacity utilization would suffer. 

Productivity 

68 Productivity of the domestic industry is given in the table below 



2002-03 

2003-04 

200445 

POI 

Productivity per 

emptoyee(MT) 

**?***** 

******* 

******* 

******* 

Productivity trend 
Indexed 

100.00 

101.14 

102.99 

10524 


69 The productivity of the domestic industry improved during the injury period. 
It is however noted that productivity would decline, should the present anti 
dumping duties be revoked. 

Market share In Demand 

70 Market share of domestic industry in demand is given in the table below. 



2002-03 

2003*04 

2004-05 

POI 

Market share in Demand 





Domestic industry 

99.76 ^ 

99.49 

99.44 ' 

99,33 

Subject Countries 

0.24 

0.50 

0.56 

0.67 • 

Other Countries 

0.00 

0.01 

0 

0 


71 It is noted that domestic industry has been able to maintain its market 
share with imposition of anti dumping duties. It is however noted that 
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market share of the domestic industry would decline, should the present 
anti dumping duties be revoked. 1 

Profits, return on investment and cash flow 

72. The present and likely status of profits, return on investment and cash flow 
of the domestic industry has been examined. Present status of these 
parameters of the domestic industry has been as under: 


In Lacs 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

Profit Before Tax 

******* 

******* 

***** ** 

Indexed 

100.00 

66.30 

50.86 

Return on capital employed 
- GFA Basis 

22.10 

16.71 

11.90 

Indexed 

100.00 

75.60 

53.83 

Return on capital employed 
- NFA Basis 

34.33 

26.82 

14.94 

indexed 

100.00 

78.12 

43.53 

Cash Profit 

******* 

******* 

******* 

Indexed 

100.00 

73.20 

62.52 


01 

,.90 
14.82 

J7T)6 
IS.15 

j£77 

kkk irk Irk 

~Q7~99 


73 It is noted that profits, return on capital employed and cash profits showed 
a deterioration over the injury period. Further, potential situation wi 
to these parameters also shows a significant deterioration, given 
of price undercutting and price underselling the imports would cau 
event of revocation of anti dumping duties. Should the domestic in< 
selling at prices matching with import prices, it is evident that the 
industry would be faced with significant financial losses, negative 
investments and negative cash flow. 

Employment and wages 

74. Information regarding employment and wages is given in the 

table. It would be seen that there is no adverse effect on employment and 
wages. 


Employment 

Indexed 

Wages 

Indexed 


Unit 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 : 


POi 

No 

******* 

******* 

******* 


******* 

Trend 

100.00 

101.08 

101.89 


103.31 

Rs. Lacs 

******* 

******* 

******* 


******* 

Trend 

100.00 

114.01 

116.71 


119.66 



Inventories 

75. Authc 


Authority has examined the inventory level of the domestic industry, which 
is given in the following table:- 


MT 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

Inventory 

16,785 

17,006 

16,082 

Indexed 

100.00 

101.32 

95.81 

Inventory as % of 
domestic sales 

3.34 

3.17 

3.05 

Indexed 

100.00 

95.13 

91.55 
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76 Inventory levels with the domestic industry though increased, the same is 
not very material. 

Growth 

77. On examination of various economic parameters of the domestic industry, it 
is noted that various volume and price parameters of the domestic industry 
showed positive trend, which is due to anti dumping duty in force against 
subject countries. However, given likely adverse volume and price effects 
that the imports would have in the event of revocation of anti dumping 
duties, it is evident that the growth of the domestic industry would be 
adversely affected with the revocation of anti dumping duties. 

Magnitude of dumping 

78. It is noted that the dumping margins are more than limits prescribed and 
are at significant levels. Dumping margins determined are as follows: 


As determined in original investigation 


> UAE 

52% 

> Iran 

115% 

Determined in current investigations - 


UAE 


> Considering actual shipment at undertaking price 

34.20% 

> Considering exports to third countries - Bangladesh 

146.04 % 

> Considering exports to third countries - Bangladesh 

73.68% 

> Indonesia - on the basis of Customs Data of 
Indonesia - Average Price 

71.46% 

Considering Indian Embassy data for exports to India for 
2004 

76.08 % 

Considering data for exports to India for 2005 as made 
available by Domestic Industry 

31.75% 

Iran 


> Considering weighted average exports to other 
countries in 2005 as made available by Domestic 
Industry 

95.27% 

> Considering weighted average exports to other 
countries in 2003-04 as provided by Indian Embassy 

114.57.% 

> Considering price notified by Permanent Pricing , 
Committee of Iran as provided by Indian Embassy 

84.53.% 


It is evident that whenever exports have been made, these have been 
made at significant dumping prices. 

Ability to raise capital and investment y 

79. It is noted that the ability to raise capital investment of the domestic 
industry has not been adversely affected given the anti dumping duty in 
force and the fact that both the companies are multi product companies. It 
is however noted that J. K. White is now substantially into the present 
product and any long term adverse impact can have significant adverse 
impact on the company. 
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Factors affecting domestic prices 


80 Change in cost structure if any, competition in the domestic in< 
been examined for analyzing the factors other than dumped i 
might affecting the prices in the domestic market. It is not* 
landed value of imported material from subject countries is I 
significantly below the selling price of the domestic industry < 
likely to cause significant price undercutting in the Indian marke 
noted that there is no viable substitute to this product and th 
prices compete with one another along with the landed vs 
imported goods. Given the nature of the product, substitution ( 
product with imported is inevitable, should the imported produc 
significantly cheaper than domestic product, 

81 Evidence provided by the domestic industry showed that there 
significant adverse reaction in terms of prices of the domesti 
whenever imports have been reported in the market. Such beini 
the Authority notes that revocation of anti dumping duties is lik< 
significant adverse impact on the prices of the domestic pro< 
market. 

Magnitude of injury and injury margin 


82. The non-injurious price including transportation cost determir 
Authority has been compared with the landed value of e 
determination of injury margin. The weighted average injury ma 
been found to be significant. 

OTHER KNOWN FACTORS AND CAUSAL LINK 


83. It has been argued by the domestic industry that the condition! 
3.3 of ADA do not apply in the context of sunset review. 

84. notwithstanding, the Authority has examined causal link be 
likelihood of injury and dumped imports from the subject co 
Authority examined whether other listed known factors could ha 
or are likely to cause injury to the domestic industry. 

Volume and prices of imports from other sources 


85. It is noted that there are practically no known imports of the pro 
consideration from other countries. Only UAE is exporting materi 
volume of which is also not very significant in 
production/consumption in India and it is also noted that in cz 
there is great likelihood of export of the subject goods to India 
revocation of duty 


Unit 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 


Imports volume _ 

> UAE _ 

> Iran _ 

> Other Countries 
Total imports 


1,203 

2 

2 

1207 


2,671 

70 

0 

2741 


2958 

~Q 

2958 


3,662 


0 


3,762 
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Contraction In demand and / or change In pattern of consumption 

86. * It Is noted that the demand of the product under consideration has not 
registered negative growth. Thus, contraction in demand is not a possible 
reason which could have contributed to injury to the domestic industry. 


' . 

Unit 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

POI 

Demand 

MT 

504327 

538556 

529465 

543522 

Indexed 

Trend 

100.00 

106.79 

104.98 

107.77 


87 ^ No evidence of change in consumption pattern has come to the notice of 
' the Authority. 

Trade restrictive practices of and competition between the foreign and 
domestic producers 

88. The subject goods are freely importable and there are no trade restrictive 
practices in the domestic market The Indian Producers competes among 
one another and at the same time compete with the landed price of the 
subject goods. Nature of the product is such that the price iri the price can 
be easily influenced by the landed price of subject goods. Should the 
imported product be cheaper, there would be increased dependence on the 
same. 

Developments in technology and export performance 

89. It is noted that the technology for production of the product has not 
undergone any material change nor there is any likely changes in future. 
Developments in technology, therefore, does not appear to be a possible 
factor of injury. II is noted that the domestic industry has exported small 
quantity of subject ^Oods during the PCI that does not substantially affect 
the operations of the company. The export performance of the domestic 
industry is thus insignificant if compared with the entire sales of 
domestic industry. In any case, neither export performance of the domestic 
industiy deteriorated nor the Authority has considered export volume and 
value in determining current injury to the domestic industry. 

Productivity of the Domestic Industry 

90 It is noted that productivity of the dorriestic industry has shown a growth. 
Possible decline in productivity does not appear to be a cause of injury to 
the domestic industry. 

91. It is thus concluded that domestic industry has not suffered material injury. 
However likely injury to the domestic industry in the event of withdrawal of 
anti dumping duty would be due to dumped import. 

Factors establishing causal link 

While the above parameters establish that domestic industry has not suffered 
injury, the Authority notes that the following parameters establish that the injury to 
the domestic industry is likely to be by the dumped imports in the event of 
withdrawal of anti dumping duty. 


640 Gi/2007—12 
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(a) 


<b) 


(c) 


Imports from subject countries would result in significant price unpercutting 
in the event of expiry of anti dumping duty. 

Existence of significant price undercutting in the event of expiry of anti 
dumping duty is likely to result in consumers increasingly switching over to 
the imported materia!, given that the product is highly price competitive. 


Even though the volume of imports in the investigation perioq 
significant, it is significant enough in establishing its likely imp 
event of revocation of anti dumping duties., It is obvious that re 
anti dumping duties is likely to force the domestic industry to 
prices significantly. 


was not 
pet in the 
cation of 
pduce the 


Vb 


Sh 


(d) As a result of revocation of anti dumping duties and consequent i 
imports of the product under consideration, the domestic industry 
forced to either reduce its prices or loose sales volumes, 
domestic industry be forced to reduce the prices, its profitability, 
and return on investment would be adversely and materially 
Should the consumers increasingly switch over to the imports, 
industry would lose sales volumes. Thus, in either situation woul|d 
likely injury to the domestic industry. 

;lt is thus evident that the domestic industry has recovered from the pa 
dumped imports. Such recovery would be prevented if the anti dumping 
force are allowed to expire at this stage. Expiry of anti dumping duties w 
in domestic industry once again facing injury from such dumped imports 
the domestic industry would therefore be likely from such dumped impoit 


hcrease in 
would be 
ould the 
cash flow 
affected, 
domestic 
result in 

pt effect of 
duties in 
lould result 
Injury to 

:s. 


LIKELIHOOD OF CONTINUATION OR RECURRENC E OF INJURY 


92. 


ind 


noti 


The 


The domestic industry has argued that the requirement un 
review is to examine whether revocation of anti dumping duty 
lead to continuance or recurrence of injury to the domestic 
therefore, any examination based on the factors listed for a threj 
would be flawed. Therefore, all such factors brought to the 
Authority, have been examined, to find if there is a li 
continuation of injury in the event of withdrawal of the duty, 
has determined that the subject goods are continuing to enterj 
market at dumped prices or are likely to be exported at dumped 
the subject countries in the event of withdrawal of anti dumping 
pertinent to examine whether injury to the domestic industry 
recur due to these dumped imports if the duty is removed. It 
been established that the actual landed value of imports from 
countries without the antidumping duty were below the non inj 
determined for the domestic industry. 


der sunset 
is likely to 
ustry and 
|at analysis 
ice of the 
Helihood of 
Authority 
the Indian 
brices from 
[duties. It is 
is likely to 
already 
the subject 
urious price 


93 . 


In addition to the examination of continued injury, likelihood of 
recurrence of injury to the domestic industry has also been e_ 
the Authority on the basis of information and evidence presented 
interested parties during the course of the investigations. Th 
examined the likelihood of continuation or recurrence con 
parameters relating to the threat of material injury in terms of 
(vii) of the Rules, which states as under: 


qontinued or 
^amined by 
by various 
e Authority 
didering the 
Annexure II 
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“A determination of a threat of material injury shall be based on facts 
and not merely on allegation, conjecture or remote possibility. The 
change in circumstances, which would create a situation in which 
the dumping would cause injury, must be clearly foreseen and 
imminent In making a determination regarding the existence of a 
threat of material injury, the Designated Authority shall consider, 
inter alia, such factors and; 

(a) a significant rate of increase of dumped imports into India 
indicating the likelihood of substantially increased 
importation. 

(b) Sufficient freely disposable or an imminent, substantial 
increase in capacity of the exporter indicating the likelihood of 
substantially increased dumped exports to Indian market, 
taking into account the availability of other export markets to 
absorb any additional exports. 

(c) Whether imports are entering at priceestlhat -will <have a 
significant depressing or suppressing* affect ^on^tormsdc 
prices, and would likely increase demand'for further imports 
and, 

(d) Inventories of the article being investigated. 

94. None of the exporters/producers from any of the* subject countries as weU 
as any of the Indian Importers/consumers have responded in \himmvmt 
investigation except dealt earlier.. The domestic> industry hae^prowded 
information regarding capacity, production end demand of subject goods of 
the exporting countries based on best available information with them, it is 
noted that factors such as the volume of imports over tiie injury period, the 
level of import prices of subject goods from subject and non subject 
countries, surpius/freely disposable capacities available with the exporting 
countries suggest that revocation of anti dumping duty would Jikely result in 
significant increase in volume of dumped imports from subject countries, in 
a situation where the goods have been exported to India in spite of anti 
dumping duty in force, the volume of dumped imports is likely to increase 
further, in case the present anti dumping duties are withdrawn. 

95. in order to assess the likely effect of the expiry of measures in force, it is 
noted that there are clear indications that the subject countries have the 
potential to raise their production and export volumes. On the basis of 
dumping examination, it is likely that in absence of measures, the producer 
from subject countries would adopt a policy of dumped prices, which wiH 
further cause injury to the domestic industry, which has recovered and 
improvement has been shown due to the anti-dumping duty in place 
against dumped imports from subject countries. The possibility for lowering 
down the pries from the exporting producers from these countries cannot 
be overlooked and denied in view of dumping and likely dumping. Such a 
price behavior of exporters from subject countries coupled with their ability 
to deliver significant quantities of subject goods, would in ail likelihood have 
a general price depressing impact on the price sensitive commodity market ; 
The evidence, thus, shows that should the measures be revoked, there is 
likelihood of recurrence of injury to the domestic industry. 
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The domestic industry has submitted various evidence regardin' 
volume of imports from subject countries in a situation of revocal 
and the likely prices at which such imports would be made and lil 
on the domestic industry due to such imports. 

The domestic industry contended that the exporters from subjec 
continued to export the subject goods at dumped prices in 
market and producers in the subject countries are likely to 
dumping of subject goods in the Indian market due to excess cs 
subject countries and surplus available with them. None of the 
parties participated in the present investigation and co-operated 
establish there is no likelihood of the continuation and reci 
dumping and consequent injury in the event of revocation c 
dumping in force. The domestic industry repeatedly stressed tha 
difference between the domestic and imported material has bee 
that there is no reason to believe that these subject countries Iwould not 
divert significant volumes of the subject goods to the Indian market in case 
the anti dumping duties are withdrawn, more so when freely disposable 
capacities exist with the foreign producers. 


The arguments and submissions made by the domestic indtstry were 
examined having regard to the information/evidence made available by the 
domestic industry and on record of the Authority about the prssent and 
potential capacity, production, sales, imports, exports, domestic demand, 
the price levels in respect of domestic sales, exports to third countries and 
India, likely prices of imports from the subject countries. In order to 
determine whether the continued imposition of the duty is necessary to 
offset dumping, the Authority considered the following parameters 

(i) Dumping margin determined in the original investigations; 

(ii) Dumping margin determined in the present investigations - for the 
purpose, wherever exports to India existed during the investigation 
period, the same were considered and dumping margin determined. 
Where there were no exports to India during the investigati 
the Authority determined dumping margin in respect of 
third countries and likelihood of dumping considering tl 
value established and the benchmark being recommended 

(iii) Surplus unutilized capacities, present and potential, a 
known expansions undertaken by the foreign produce 
prevailing in India, past actual and potential volume of expc 

(iv) Other facts disclosed with regard to likelihood of dumping 
as the same are relevant for likelihood of injury also. 

On examination of these factors it is noted that: 


(a) The dumping margins are significant in case of subject cou 

(b) Export price from subject countries are significantly t 
prevailing selling prices in India and non injurious price d 
for the domestic industry; 
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(c) it has not been demonstrated by the e^orters that withdrawal of anti 
dumping duty would not lead to likelihood of dumping and injury to 
the domestic industry and continued imposition of the duty was 
unnecessary to offset dumping; 

(d) Considering that current exports from UAE are at undertaking price, 
there is likelihood of substantial increase in imports should the price 
undertaking expire with the revocation of anti dumping duty; 

(e) The producer in UAE has exported the subject goods to other 
countries at significantly varying prices. Exports made to 
Bangladesh on in a matter of less than two year differed by a 
significant amount of US $ 20 pmt (which is quite significant, given 
the insignificant changes in the associated cost of production). The 
exporter thus appears to be willing to sell the material at prices that 
differ significantly. 

(f) Dumping margins in respect of UAE exports to various countries are 
at significant variations, thus establishing likelihood of intensified 
dumping in case of revocation of anti dumping duties. 

(g) The Iranian producers appear to be exporting the product at basic 
price for export fixed or ratified by the Permanent Pricing Committee. 
The prices so fixed are significantly lower than estimates of normal 
value. Should it be considered that exports to India would be made 
at these prices, it is evident that the dumping would recur in the 
event of revocation of anti dumping duties. 

(h) The capacity, production, demand and consumption of white cement 
in Iran and UAE are as under. 



Iran 

UAE 

Capacity 

929835 

450000 

Production 

759251 

311686 

Domestic demand 

420000 

98030 

Exports 

339251 

204048 

Unutilized capacity 

170584 

138314 


The Authority observes that there are significant unutilized 
capacities in both the countries. Additionally, both the countries are 
exporting to a number of countries and therefore possibilities of 
diverting third country exports to India are not ruled out. 

(i) The producer in UAE and Iran has significant freely disposable 
capacities. Not only that the producer has significant unutilized 
capacities, but also that the producer is having significant exports to 
various countries. The Authority considers that destination of these 
exports would depend on the price that a producer can fetch. 

(j) In addition to exports of white cement, it is noted that there is 
significant export of clinker from these countries. Even though it is 
neither appropriate to extend the scope of the product under 
consideration to include clinker nor would it be appropriate to 
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consider imports of clinker as the imports of the product under 
consideration, it is evident that the exporters would prefer to export 
white cement as opposed to clinker. Thus, volume of exports and 
the price at which exports are being made are also relevant to 
determination of likelihood of dumping in the event of revocation of 
anti dumping duties. The Authority notes in this regard that the 
volume of exports of clinker is substantial. Considering he price at 
which clinker has been exported and value addition involved after 
clinker, the Authority notes that the exporters are likely to export 
white cement instead of clinker, at dumping prices, in the event of 
revocation of anti dumping duties. 

(k) Export price from subject countries to a number of countries are 
significantly below not only the normal value but also th 3 prevailing 
selling prices in India and non injurious price determined for the 
domestic industry; 

The Authority observes that there are significant unutilised capacities in 
both the countries. Additionally, both the countries are exporting to a 
number of countries and therefore possibilities of diverting third country 
exports to India are not ruled out. 


Capacity 450000 930000 

Production 311686 759251 

Capacity Utilization _ 69.26 81.64 

Unutilized Capacity _ 138314 170749 

Imports _0_ 0 

Total Availability _ 311686 759251 

Demand 9803Q 420000 

Excess availability _ 213656 339251 

Exports 204048 246809 

Net excess availability _ 9608 92442 

Net Excess Capacity _ 211970 263191 

As there is surplus capacity in the subject countries, it is noted 
likelihood of exports from the subject countries being mac 
market. Having regard to the evidence regarding capacity, 
sales and demand on record, it is noted that withdrawal of s 
duty would lead to intensified dumping and consequent injury 
account, continued imposition of the duty is necessary to offset 
It is noted that the exporters have not participated and co-o 
any convincing evidence on record that injury will not recur 
withdrawal of measures. Having regard to the evidence regard 
production, sales and demand on record, it is noted that withe 
dumping duty would likely to lead to continuance or recurrenc 
the domestic industry. 

Having regard to the evidence on record and submissions 
interested parties, the Authority holds that revocation of anti < 
would lead to recurrence of dumping from the subject countriei 

In view of the above the Authority is holds that dumping and 
to continue or recur if the duties are revoked. 
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H. Determination of non-injurious Price and injury margin 


103. In their post disclosure submission the domestic industry has raised a 
number of issues regarding computation of non-injurious price for the 
domestic industry and comparison of the same with the landed value for 
the purpose of injury margin determination. The issues raised have been 
examined by the Authority and the Non-injurious Price for the subject 
goods has been worked out taking into account the arguments raised and 
after a detailed analysis and scrutiny of information provided by the 
domestic industry in respect of its cost of production. Weighted average 
Non-injurious price for the domestic industry has been determined by the 
Authority as Rs****/-per MT. 


1. FINAL FINDINGS : 


104. Having regard to the contentions raised, information provided and 
submissions made by the interested parties and facts available before the 
Authority through the submission of interested parties or otherwise as 
recorded in the above findings and on the basis of the above analysis of 
the state of current and likely dumping and injury and likelihood of 
continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury, the Authority concludes 
that: 


i) The subject goods are entering the Indian market -at dumped prices and 
dumping margin from subject country is significant and above de-minimis. 
The subject goods are likely to enter the Indian market at dumped prices, 
should the present measures be withdrawn. 

ii) Even though the domestic industry has improved its performance, over the 
injury period and not suffered injury, the injury to domestic industry would 
recur, should the present anti dumping duties be withdrawn. 


J. RECOMMENDATIONS 

105. Having concluded that the situation of the domestic industry has improved 
due to anti dumping duty in place, there is likelihood of continuation or 
recurrence of dumping and injury on account of imports from subject 
countries, if the duties are revoked, the Authority is of the opinion that 
continuation of the measure is necessary against import from subject 
countries. 


106. The Authority considers it necessary to continue with imposition of anti 
dumping duty on all imports of subject goods from subject countries in 
order to remove the injury to the domestic industry. The Authority 
recommends the amount of anti dumping duty equal to the margin of 
dumping or less, which if levied, would remove the injury to the domestic 
industry. 
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107. Accordingly, the Authority recommends that definitive anti di 
as set out below be imposed by-the Central Government on 
subject goods falling under customs heading 2523.21 of Set 1 
Chapter 25 of Customs Tariff Act originating in or exported 
countries. The anti-dumping duty shall be the amount mentioi 
no.9 of the following table on all imports of subject goods 
chapter 25 of the Customs Tariff, originating or exported fro 
territories mentioned below:- 



SI. 

Sub- 

Descripti 

Specif 

Country 

Country 

Prod 

Exp 

No 

heading 

on of 

icatio 

of 

of 

ucer 

orter 



goods 

n 

origin 

Export 




Unit of Curr 
Measu ency 
remen 
t 


1 

2523.21 

White ! 

Portland 

Cement 

2 

2523.21 

White 

Portland 

Cement 

3 

2523.21 

White 

Portland 

Cement 


2523.21 


White 

Portland 

Cement 



Any 

Any 

Any 

Any 

Any 

Prod 

ucer 

Any 

Any 

Prod 

ucer 

Any 




Per 

MT 

USD 

Per 

MT 

USD 

Per 

MT 

USD 

Per 

MT 

USD 


108. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as 
determined by the Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of 
customs except duties under sections 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975. 

109. The Authority may review the need for continuation, modification or 
termination of the definitive measure as recommended herein Tom time to 
time as per the relevant provisions of the Act and public notices issued in 
this respect from time to time. No request for such a review sY all normally 
be entertained by the Authority unless the same is filed by a i interested 
party within the time stipulated for this purpose. 

110. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and 
Service Tax Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975 (as amended). 

CHRISTY FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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